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Montreal, Que., Nov. 18, 1898.—I beg to enclose herewith my 
subscription to Tux America™ Lawyer. I cannot afford to dis- 
miss your very valuable paper. W. A. Baker. 
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Denver, Col., Nov. 19th, 1898.—I wish to say that I have read 
the paper with much pleasure and profit to myself. It undoubtedly 
aftords much valuable and interesting matter to the profession. 

L. B. FRANCE. 


Moline, Ill., Nov. 22, 1808.—We read your paper with great 
interest. BurRTON F. PEEK. 


Lowell, Mass., Oct. 13, 1808.—Having been a reader of your 
AMERICAN LAWYER some years, I regard it as very useful to any 
lawyer, especially a young beginner. I therefore advised such a 
young man to try a years subscription. H. Bacon. 

Atlanta, Ga., Oct. 6, 1898.—We were a few days ago in receipt 
of your AMERICAN BANK REPORTER and ATTORNEY List, and we 
wish to say that it is one of the most complete and useful publica- 
tions that we have seen. McELREaTH & MCELREATH. 








The New York State Bar Association will hold its 
annual meeting next month at Albany. The date has 
not yet been fixed upon by the Executive Committee. 





Frank Belew murdered his unmarried sister Susan 
and brother Louis in California some time ago, with no 
other apparent motive except to succeed to a portion of 
their respective estates, held by them in their own 
right. He was a married man at the time, though he 
had not lived with his family for some time. The father 
and mother of Susan and Louis were both dead. Frank 
pleaded guilty to the charge of murder, and was hanged. 
Soon after Frank’s death a petition was filed for the dis- 
tribution of the estates of Susan and Louis, asking that 
said estates be distributed in equal shares to the sur- 
viving brothers, and to the estate of Frank Belew. One 
of the brothers filed an objection to distribution being 
made to the estate of Frank Belew, for the reason that 
he having murdered his brother and sister, he could not 
succeed to any of the estate left by them. A general 
demurrer was addressed to this objection, and was sus- 
taind by Judge Buckles of the Salano County Superior 
Court, who declared that unless the court can change 
the code of civil procedure, the estates of Louis and 
Susan must be distributed in equal parts to the estate 
of the murderer and the surviving brothers. 

Had Frank Belew been alive when the petition was 
filed, we apprehend a different ruling would have been 
made, Ly al 
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PETITIONS IN VOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 





The annual report of Attorney-General Griggs will 
contain a review prepared by E. C. Brandenburg, in 
charge of bankruptcy matters in the department of jus- 
tice, of the operation of the new bankruptcy law. Over 
seventeen hundred petitions in voluntary bankruptcy 
have been filed, but no person has applied for relief under 
this law in the districts of Delaware, Eastern Pennsyl-: 
vania, Southern Georgia, Nevada, New Mexico, West- 
ern Virginia and Wyoming. The number of cases filed 
in each State are: Alabama, 181; Arizona, 1; Arkansas, 
25; California, 86; Colorado, 20; Connecticut, 9; Dela- 
ware, none; District of Columbia, 1; Florida, 20; Geor- 
gia, northern district, 10; Idaho, 3; Southern Illinois, 38; 
Indiana, 34; Indian Territory, 7; lowa, 47; Kansas, 65; 
Kentucky, 74; Louisiana, 7; Maine, 79; Maryland, 32; 
Massachusetts, 4; Michigan, 17; Minnesota, 144; Mis- 
sissippi, 7; Missouri, 64; Montana, 11; Nebraska, 23; 
Nevada, none; New Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, 13; New 
Mexico, none; New York, 267; North Carolina, 12; 
North Dakota, 1; Ohio, 70; Oklahoma, 2; Oregon, 9; 
Western Pennsylvania, 31; Rhode Island, 14; South 
Carolina, 2; South Dakota, 9; Tennessee, 69; Texas, 132; 
Utah, 9; Vermont, 11; Virginia, eastern district, 1; West 
Virginia, 13, and Wisconsin, 36. 

No data can be given as yet of the involuntary fea- 
en because the act did not take effect until November 

rst. 

Now that the Supreme Court has promulgated the 
rules and orders required by the act, the Courts in the 
eight districts which declined to proceed in the adjudica- 
tion of the petitions filed in advance of such rules being 
made known, will now dispose of the cases before them. 








ANTI-SCALPERS LAW OF NEW YORK UNCON- 
STITUTIONAL. 





The Legislature of the State of New York at its last 
session passed the anti-scalpers law, which made it a 
criminal act for any person to sell railroad tickets in the 
State of New York unless such person was an author- 
ized agent of the railroad companies. Soon after the 
act became a law George Tyroler, a ticket broker of this 
city, was arrested on the charge of having sold a ticket 
for transportation from this city to Norfolk, Va. He 
was convicted and sent to jail. Justice Lawrence re- 
fused to grant a writ of habeas corpus, declining to pass 
on the constitutionality of the law. A writ of mandamus 
was then sought to compel the warden of the New York 
prison to release him from custody. The Appellate 
Division of the Supreme Court of the First Department 
then passed upon the constitutional question raised, and 
unanimously decided that the law was constitutional, 
holding that the State, having as a sovereign power the 
right to grant franchises, should also have the power to 
protect those holding the franchises, and refused to 
grant the writ. From this decision an appeal was taken 
to the Court of Appeals, which rendered a decision two 
weeks ago that the law was unconstitutional, and or- 
dered Tyroler’s release. 

The opinion thus rendered was not concurred in by 
all the members of the Court, Justices Bartlett, Martin 
and Gray dissenting. Mr. Justice Parker, who wrote the 
prevailing opinion, said in part: 

“This is a remarkable statute. The buying and sell- 
ing of passage tickets is not abolished; it is only con- 
demned where the seller has not authority from some one 
of the transportation companies to act as its agent. It 
is asserted that the traveling public and transportation 
companies have been defrauded by the brokers. It is 
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interest. 


BurTon F. PEEK. 


Lowell, Mass., Oct. 13, 1808.—Having been a reader of your 
AMERICAN Lawyer some years, I regard it as very useful to any 
lawyer, especially a young beginner. I therefore advised such a 


young man to try a years subscription. 


H. Bacon. 


Atlanta, Ga., Oct. 8, 1898.—We were a few days ago in receipt 
, of your AMERICAN BANK REPORTER and ATTORNEY List, and we 
wish to say that it is one of the most complete and "seful publica- 


tions that we have seen. 








McELREATH & MCELREATH. 


} The New York State Bar Association will hold its 


annual meeting next month at Albany. 


The date has 


not yet been fixed upon by the Executive Committee. 





Frank Belew murdered his unmarried sister Susan 
and brother Louis in California some time ago, with no 
other apparent motive except to succeed to a portion of 
their respective estates, held by them in their own 


right. 


He was a married man at the time, though he 


had not lived with his family for some time. The father 


and mother of Susan and Louis were both dead. 


Frank 


pleaded guilty to the charge of murder, and was hanged. 
Soon after Frank’s death a petition was filed for the dis- 
tribution of the estates of Susan and Louis, asking that 
said estates be distributed in equal shares to the sur- 


viving brothers, and to the estate of Frank Belew. 


One 


of the brothers filed an objection to distribution being 
made to the estate of Frank Belew, for the reason that 
he having murdered his brother and sister, he could not 


succeed to any of the estate left by them. 


A general 


demurrer was addressed to this objection, and was sus- 
taind by Judge Buckles of the Salano County Superior 
Court, who declared that unless the court can change 
the code of civil procedure, the estates of Louis and 


of the murderer and the surviving brothers. 


made. 









-_ aie 


Susan must be distributed in equal parts to the estate 


Had Frank Belew been alive when the petition was 
filed, we apprehend a different ruling would have been 


>t ad 





PETITIONS IN VOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 





The annual report of Attorney-General Griggs will 
contain a review prepared by E. C. Brandenburg, in 
charge of bankruptcy matters in the department of jus- 
tice, of the operation of the new bankruptcy law. Over 
seventeen hundred petitions in voluntary bankruptcy 
have been filed, but no person has applied for relief under 
this law in the districts of Delaware, Eastern Pennsyl-: 
vania, Southern Georgia, Nevada, New Mexico, West- 
ern Virginia and Wyoming. The number of cases filed 
in each State are: Alabama, 181; Arizona, 1; Arkansas, 
25; California, 86; Colorado, 20; Connecticut, 9; Dela- 
ware, none; District of Columbia, 1; Florida, 20; Geor- 
gia, northern district, 10; Idaho, 3; Southern IIlinois, 38; 
Indiana, 34; Indian Territory, 7; Iowa, 47; Kansas, 65; 
Kentucky, 74; Louisiana, 7; Maine, 79; Maryland, 32; 
Massachusetts, 4; Michigan, 17; Minnesota, 144; Mis- 
sissippi, 7; Missouri, 64; Montana, 11; Nebraska, 23; 
Nevada, none; New Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, 13; New 
Mexico, none; New York, 267; North Carolina, 12; 
North Dakota, 1; Ohio, 70; Oklahoma, 2; Oregon, 9; 
Western Pennsylvania, 31; Rhode Island, 14; South 
Carolina, 2; South Dakota, 9; Tennessee, 69; Texas, 132; 
Utah, 9; Vermont, 11; Virginia, eastern district, 1; West 
Virginia, 13, and Wisconsin, 36. 

No data can be given as yet of the involuntary fea- 
ain because the act did not take effect until November 

rst. 

Now that the Supreme Court has promulgated the 
rules and orders required by the act, the Courts in the 
eight districts which declined to proceed in the adjudica- 
tion of the petitions filed in advance of such rules being 
made known, will now dispose of the cases before them. 








ANTI-SCALPERS LAW OF NEW YORK UNCON- 
STITUTIONAL. 





The Legislature of the State of New York at its last 
session passed the anti-scalpers law, which made it a 
criminal act for any person to sell railroad tickets in the 
State of New York unless such person was an author- 
ized agent of the railroad companies. Soon after the 
act became a law George Tyroler, a ticket broker of this 
city, was arrested on the charge of having sold a ticket 
for transportation from this city to Norfolk, Va. He 
was convicted and sent to jail. Justice Lawrence re- 
fused to grant a writ of habeas corpus, declining to pass 
on the constitutionality of the law. A writ of mandamus 
was then sought to compel the warden of the New York 
prison to release him from custody. The Appellate 
Division of the Supreme Court of the First Department 
then passed upon the constitutional question raised, and 
unanimously decided that the law was constitutional, 
holding that the State, having as a sovereign power the 
right to grant franchises, should also have the power to 
protect those holding the franchises, and refused to 
grant the writ. From this decision an appeal was taken 
to the Court of Appeals, which rendered a decision two 
weeks ago that the law was unconstitutional, and or- 
dered Tyroler’s release. 

The opinion thus rendered was not concurred in by 
all the members of the Court, Justices Bartlett, Martin 
and Gray dissenting. Mr. Justice Parker, who wrote the 
prevailing opinion, said in part: 

“This is a remarkable statute. The buying and sell- 
ing of passage tickets is not abolished; it is only con- 
demned where the seller has not authority from some one 
of the transportation companies to act as its agent. It 
is asserted that the traveling public and transportation 
companies have been defrauded by the brokers. It is 
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novel legislation, indeed, that attempts to take away 
from all the people the right to conduct a given busi- 
ness because there are wrongdoers in it. The sale of 
fraudulent tickets is a punishable offense under the Penal 
Code. This act, therefore, must relate to valid tickets. 
The Legislature has not the power to interdict the sale 
of a valid ticket by one person to another upon the pre- 
text that fraud will thus be prevented. 

‘ “Because some coal dealers and venders in sugar 
cheat in weight, and dealers in paints and oils in meas- 
urements, it has not been thought proper to make it a 
felony for persons to engage in such business unless they 
have been appointed as agents by the corporations man- 
ufacturing such products.” 

Judge Martin, in his dissenting opinion, says: “The 
present statute canriot be held unconstitutional without 
practically determining that the affairs of this State have 
been controlled by statutes which were invalid, as being 
in excess of the powers of the Legislature to enact. To 
hold that this act is unconstitutional would practically 
annihilate the police power of the Legislature.” 








LIQUOR LICENSE GRANTED TO ONE—LIABIL- 
ITY OF PART OWNER OF STOCK. 





Under the law of the State of Indiana, intoxicating 
liquors can only be legally sold at retail by virtue of 
a license issued by the Board of County Commissioners, 
and such license cannot be issued to two or more per- 
sons. The Appellate Court of that State recently held 
under this statute, in the case of Spaulding v. Nathan, 
that a person who is part owner of a saloon could not 
be held liable for liquor sold to a licensed saloonkeeper 
to be retailed, although he had such a contract with the 
saloonkeeper as would have made him a silent partner 
in another business. The license to retail intoxicating 
liquors was granted to one Wiley, but he and Spaulding 
entered into an agreement which clearly made them 
partners under the law. Nathan, who was a wholesale 
liquor dealer, sold goods to Wiley, but did not know 
at the time of the agreement between Wiley and Spauld- 
ing, and was in ignorance of the fact of the partnership 
until after Wiley quit business, when he brought the 
action against both Wiley and Spaulding as partners 
for a balance due on an account for the goods sold. The 
Court held that Spaulding could not be held responsible. 
The goods sold were used in the partnership business 
and Spaulding as such partner participated in the pro- 
ceeds derived from the sale of the goods, and in equity 
and good conscience ought to be held liable. The fact 
that a license to retail intoxicating liquors could only 
be issued to one, would not make the ownership of the 
stock of intoxicating liquors by Wiley and Spaulding 
1s partners, illegal. It is difficult to understand how this 
law could be violated either from the standpoint of pub- 
lic policy or otherwise. If Spaulding did not sell or 
attempt to sell—and it was not claimed that he did 
intoxicating liquors under the license granted to Wiley, 
what difference did it make, so far as the statute was 
concerned, whose goods Wiley sold or what he did with 
the proceeds derived from their sale. The State granted 
him the permission to sell, and received his money for 
granting such permit. Yet, because a license can only 
be granted to one person to engage in retailing intoxi- 
cating liquors, another who is a silent partner cannot be 
held liable for goods used by the firm or from which 
the firm participated in the profits derived from their 
sale. The opportunity for the practice of fraud is thus 
made greater than any injurious results that could arise 
from a contrary holding. Would the same rule hold 
good if no sales of said goods were made? 











ANTI-LYNCH LAW CONSTITUTIONAL. 





The “American Lawyer” has at every opportunity, 
urged the passage of an act by the different States 
whereby the county wherein a lynching bee occurred, 
should be made liable in damages to the nearest rela- 
tive of the unfortunate victim. Believing that if the 
lynchers and taxpayers were compelled to pay, at least 
indirectly, by way of taxation for their unlawful acts, 
lynching would become less frequent. We have there- 
fore watched those States which have passed the law with 
unusual interest. It has been suggested to us that such 
a law might be declared unconstitutional, because the re- 
covery sounded in damages, and would be clothing the 
Legislature with judicial power; but we have viewed the 
question from the standpoint of a police regulation, and 
hence a penalty for its violation. One of the Circuit 
Courts of Ohio, sitting at Urbana at the October term, 
has decided that the anti-lynch law of that State is con- 
stitutional. The outrage that was committed last year 
at Urbana, Ohio, by the lynching of a colored man was 
the case that give rise to this decision. The suit was 
brought by the administrator of the victim, against the 
Champaign County Commissioners, to recover for the 
next of kin $5,000, the penalty fixed by the act. Mr. 
Justice Wilson, of Sidney, who rendered the opinion, in 
passing upon the case said in part: 

This is an action under the recent statute authorizing 
suit to be brought by the next of kin to recover the sum 
of five thousand dollars for the death of a person occa- 
sioned by mob violence. The Court has been slow to 
reach a conclusion, because of the importance of the 
case, and because it has been necessary to examine nu- 
merous authorities. It has also felt constrained to align 
itself, if possible, with the decisions of the other Courts 
of the State upon the same question. 

The Common Pleas Court of Cuyahoga county and 
the Circuit Court of the Sixth Circuit, as well as the 
Court which passed upon this case, have held the statute 
under which the cases were brought to be unconstitu- 
tional. The grounds upon which it has been so held are: 

First—Because it is the exercise of judicial power 
by the Legislature. 

Second—It is the taking of private property without 
due process of law. 

In the Cleveland cases it was also held to be the use 
of the taxing power for private emolument. Whether 
or not the statute is subject to any of these constitutional 
infirmities depends upon the purpose intended to be 
subserved by its enactment. If it simply undertakes to 
give to private persons a right to recover for the pecu- 
niary injury they may suffer by reason of the death of 
a relative from mob violence, the statute fixing the 
amount of the recovery, and that being the sole purpose 
of the statute, it would be the exercise of judicial power, 
for that it determines without the intervention of a jury 
the extent of the injury and the amount in damages; and 
it would be open to the other objections as well. If, 
however, it be not the main purpose of the act to give 
the right and fix the amount of recovery to a private per- 
son in such case, but rather to assess a fine upon and 
collect a penalty from a community which has failed to 
prevent mob violence, it subserves a public purpose—the 
preservation and protection of life and property, to which 
end all laws are enacted—and would be an exercise of 
the police power of the Government, not the judicial. 

The Court below, on passing upon the demurrer to 
the petition, which was sustained, seems to have taken 
for granted that this legislation was of the former class, 
providing a private remedy and subserving no public 
end, and that the recovery is in damages, not in the na- 
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ture of a penalty. Of course, having that view of the 
law, the conclusion of the Court below would be cor- 
rect; but the real question is whether or not that is the 
view to be taken of this act, looking to the evil which the 
Legislaure sought to remedy, and the end to be accom- 
plished. . 

Legislation of this nature, whether it fixes a right 
to recover for the destruction of property or injury to 
the person or for the death of a person occasioned by 
a mob, is not enacted for the sole purpose of giving to 
a party the right to recover his damages, but is primarily 
the assessment of a fine upon a political sub-division of 
the State, such as a county, for its failure in the exer- 
cise of the duties of good citizenship to prevent riot and 
suppress mob violence. The object of the statute in 
question is to subserve such public end, and is the exer- 
cise of the police power of the Government, which is 
wholly within the province of the Legislature. The 
amount fixed by the statute as being recoverable by the 
administrator of the deceased party for the next of kin 
is not damages, but a penalty, the extent of which the 
Legislature, in its wisdom, may determine. There is no 
occasion for an inquiry of damages. It must be pre- 
sumed that the Legislature has fixed upon such amount 
as it deemed sufficient to make the citizens in every 
community active and vigilant in the enforcement of the 
law and in the detection and prevention of crime. 
Under the right provided for the recovery of damages 
for death caused by negligence the rule is different. In 
such case there is reason for an inquiry of damages. The 
parties can recover only to the extent of their injury; 
but under this statute a fixed amount is made payable 
to the next of kin, regardless of whether they are pecu- 
niarily injured or not. It is not because they are dam- 
aged that they receive it, but because this penalty, which 
the statute places upon the community, must be dis- 
posed of in some way, and the Legislature has seen fit 
to cast it upon the next of kin. 

It would be anomalous to say that the county has the 
right to be heard on the question of damages. A jury 
from the community which tolerated the mob would be 
apt to find the life which was taken worthless; and it 
would follow that pecuniarily worthless life could be 
taken by a mob with impunity. This would defeat the 
object of the law and render life cheaper than property. 

For these reasons we hold the statute to be consti- 
tutional, and the demurrer will be overruled. 

We believe the decision rendered is founded on good 
law, and its effect will be felt in every State which has 
passed a similar law. 








PROPOSED CHANGES IN THE LAW OF EXPERT 
Te STIMON Y. 


By Hon. G. A. Endlich, Before the Pennsylvania Bar Associa- 
tion, 1898. 








It is a good rule that requires a proposal to change any 
part of our legal procedure to be fortified with proof, first 
of all, that there is a general desire or a compelling necessity 
for change of some sort, and, in the next place, that the par- 
ticular departure advocated is likely to be a betterment.* On 
the former point it is always proper to interrogate, in the first 
instance, the profession itself. Its sense, however, is to be 
gathered, not only from the positive utterances of a portion of 
the practicing bar, and the silent testimony of the remainder 
of it who have had nothing to say on the subject, but at least 
equally from the statements of the lawyers who speak from the 
bench or in the literature of the law and there is, in an issue 
of this kind, as in every other, a difference between the weight 
to be given to negative and that to be given to affirmative 
testimony. A proverbial conversatism which endures after it 
has ceased to approve; a general pre-occupation with the press- 
ing problems of the day, which crowds into the background 
matters of remoter interest; here and there a sneaking fondness 
for some of the deformities of our system as the means of an 


*Address before the Law Academy of Philadelphia, by Judge McPnher- 
son, April 30, 1895. 





occasional advantage, or the text for a telling argument—these 
and some other considerations make it hardly reasonable to 
expect that a readiness on the part of the practicing 
membership of the bar for a change in the accustomed methods 
of procuring and eliciting expert evidence should be manifested 
by a universal and noisy clamor, or that the absence of such 
should be received as equivalent to a positive indorsement of 
those methods. On the other hand, the circumstance that in 
England, in New York, in Massachusetts, in Illinois, in this 
State and elsewhere, the subject of a change therein is under- 
going discussion and agitation at the hands of just that portion 
of the bar discloses that it is alive to the shortcomings of our 
procedure, and would welcome, though doubtless without un- 
seemly enthusiasm, whatever modification of it would give 
reasonable assurance of improvement. When we turn to the 
judicial and literary contingents of the profession the case be- 
comes much clearer. In the appendix to “Rogers on Expert 
Testimony,” are collected twenty-five judicial expressions of 
opinion concerning the value of such testimony, taken from the 
reports of England, of United States courts, and of various 
State courts of last resort. Seventeen declare it to be of little 
or no value, and only eight have a good word to say for it. 
Recent decisions appear to be even more generally agreed in 
depreciating it, and the same is to be said of legal text books 
and journals. The only notable printed discussion come to my 
notice, which is not adverse to the retention of the present 
method, is an address of Judge William L. Foster, delivered 
before the Medical Society of New Hampshire, May 22, 1897.* 
The disappointing conclusion reached in this interesting dis- 
sertation is that while the existing system is beset with defects 
and weaknesses, is admitted to be so by lawyers, is discredited 
in public estimation, and has for years been the object of re- 
peated and restless efforts at legislative regulation, yet its 
vices are probably exaggerated, and, there being nothing better 


in sight, it may, on the whole, be advisable to “let well enough 
alone.” In view of all this, it would seem safe to say that the 
sense of the legal profession, in so far as it has found expres- 
sion, is to the effect that this branch of our procedure is not 


in a satisfactory state, but stands in need of correction of some 
sort. 

But it is not the lawyers alone that have a right to be heard 
on this question. The community at large is deeply interested 
in all that pertains to the administration of the law; and, after 


all, the efficiency of the latter depends, not so much upon the 
acquiescence of the bar in received forms and methods, as upon 
the confidence of the community in their ability to produce just 
and certain results. When for any reason, or without well- 
founded reason, that confidence, as regards any particular 
branch of our law, is generally and to all appearances irre- 
trievably gone, an enlightened view of the relation of our legal 
system to public opinion will discern in that circumstance an 


imperative necessity for a change. It is a deplorable fact, 
patent to any one who chooses to inform himself that expert 
testimony as now received in our courts, is looked upon by the 


public as an unmitigated farce and a nuisance. It is com- 
mented upon by the press as offensive, ridiculous and scan- 
dalous. It is coming to be treated by juries with scarcely con- 
cealed contempt. Assuredly, in such circumstances, the appli- 
cation of some remedy seems to be demanded. Beyond all 
other human agencies, it behooves the law to “provide things 
honest in the sight of all men.” 

Finally, it is significant that a change is urged by the very 
persons who are in the way of being called upon to testify as 
experts. Dr. Henry Smith Williams begins an article on “Med- 
ical Experts,”’ ete., in the February (1897) number of the “North 
American Review,’ with the statement: “Under existing con- 
ditions, expert testimony in criminal trials is to be regarded, 
according to the point of view, as a farce or a tragedy,” and 
further on he says: “The attempt to add to the communal weal 
by utilizing the knowledge of experts has culminated in some- 
thing not far removed from total failure. What should be a 
most serious functiom has passed into a joke; and by common 
consent the joke has gone far enough. * * * The de- 
sirability of changes in existing laws bearing on the matter is 
admitted.” Dr. Persifor Frazer, in his “Bibliotics,” published 
in 1894, as well as in an article in the “Pennsylvania Law 
Series,’ October, 1896, recognizes the discredit into which expert 
testimony has fallen, and the need of other methods. The 
“American Lawyer” of May, 1896, prints an address by Dr. A. 
B. Poore, a large portion of which is devoted to repelling the 
idea that scientific and other men belonging to the class of ex- 
perts are at all content with the existing condition of things 
pertaining to expert testimony, and cites copiously a variety of 
writings by such upon the subject. A paper by Prof. F. X. 
Dercum, of the Jefferson Medical College, in the April (1898) 
number of the “Albany Law Journal,” dwells upon the unsat- 
isfactoriness of the present system from the standpoint of ex- 
pert witnesses—and so on ad infinitum. It is to be noticed, 
however, that the criticisms of these gentlemen is directed 
against the “system, or rather lack of system,” to quote the 


“Albany Law Journal,” which characterizes our practice. In 
other words, it discriminates between expert testimony and the 
weaknesses and deficiencies of our mode of availing ourselves of 
it. While this distinction is not always observable in the stric- 
tures of judges and lawyers and legal or lay writers, it is ob- 
viously a just and essential one. That expert testimony has 
been so long tolerated by the courts, including those professing 
to despise it, and that, in spite of everything, its uses are on 


*Published, after hig death, in Vol. XI, No. 8, “Harvard Law Re- 
view.”* t 
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the increase, proves that we cannot do without it. Nor ought 
we to wish to do without it. It is, in the language of Prof. 
Charles F. Himes,* “an important factor in the trial of cases, 
becoming more and more important with the advancement of 
science in new and as yet unexplored regions.’ Indeed, it would 
seem to be a self-evident truth that the constantly enlarging 
application of scientific principles to the arts and trades and 
businesses of every day life, the growing accuracy and positive- 
ness of scientific knowledge, and the increasing sub-division of 
human pursuits must inevitably expand the legitimate uses of 
expert testimony—just as it tends to make men, in the manage- 
ment of their own affairs, more and more dependent upon the 
advice and aid of specialists. It is not expert testimony itself, 
therefore, that is an evil. The evil lies in our way of handling 
it—in the fact that by the toleration of wrong methods we per- 
mit it to fall short of serving the purposes it is capable of serv- 
ang and ought to serve, or to be perverted to the accomplish- 
ment of other and unrighteous purposes. Hence, when we find 
sober-minded judges and discreet laymen stigmatizing expert 
testimony as useless and worse than useless, it is but fair to 
understand them as referring to that which the qualified among 
experts themselves agree in condemning—namely, the prevalent 
methods of procuring and eliciting expert testimony. At any 
rate, it is true as was said in an essay on expert testimony 
which took the first prize at the Harvard Law School in 1870,* 
“that the little esteem in which such evidence has come to be 
held is due rather to the method in which it is obtained than to 
the nature of the evidence itself.” - 


The fair preponderance, if not the overwhelming weight, of 
all the proofs that can be gathered from professional and non- 
professional sources, from those directly interested in the sub- 
ject and from those whose business with it is simply that of 
thinking members of the community, would thus appear to 
lead to the conclusion that a departure from what we have been 
accustomed to in the matter of expert testimony is not only 
desirable, but necessary, provided something can be devised to 
take its place, which shall be reasonably certain to turn out an 
improvement upon it. And thus we are justified in entering 
upon the inquiry upon what lines such a thing is practicable. 


Just what the evils are under which our present practice 
labors, is a question upon which there has been a vast deal of 
discussion, of scolding, sometimes not altogether good-tempered, 
of crimination and recrimination. Concerning the principal 
grounds of objection, the contentions of different parties, while 
allowing a degree of force to those advanced by each, are natu- 
rally influenced by their respective standpoints. The public in 
general criticises the prevailing methods as to expert testimony 
chiefly because they beget undue prolixity and expense, because 
they involve a consumption of time disproportionate to the re- 
sults attained in the way of positive information capable of 
throwing light upon the issue to be decided. Those directly en- 
gaged in the administration of the law find the chief cause of 
complaint in the slender weight of expert testimony, due to the 
facts that those called to give it frequently are, and always 
may be held up to the suspicion of being, partisan witnesses— 
that the expression of their opinion is rarely based upon a full 
and fair submission or a comprehensive view of all the relevant 
facts, so that the testimony of each of a succession of experts 
covers only part of the ground and must be qualified and re- 
stricted by reference to what, after a laborious searching and 
sifting, it may be found to have left uncovered—and that the 
want of rules calculated to restrict the functions of expert wit- 
nesses to a reasonable number of persons really qualified to dis- 
charge them, throws into so many cases a motley collection of 
opinions, whose comparative worth or worthlessness it requires 
much time and patience, and sometimes harshness, to demon- 
strate to the jury. Among the objections urged by experts 
those ordinarily most conspicuous are, that the absence of any 
sufficient test of competency places the qualified expert before 
the public, the court, and the jury in competition with the un- 
qualified or pseudo-expert, and obliges both to bear the reproach 
justly cast upon the latter alone; that an expert witness is, in 
general, expected to pronounce upon abstract hypotheses or 
statements of assumed facts formulated by lawyers whose ac- 
quaintance with the technical aspects of the subject under dis- 
cussion is unequal to the task; that the limitations incident to 
testifying simply in response to questions put by counsel pre- 
clude the witness from fully expounding the truth of the case 
as he sees it, and enable the cross-examination to develop seem- 
ing inconsistencies with the direct examination, or to elicit 
modifications and qualifications of the latter which to the lay- 
men appear to nullify it; and that it can be but rarely possible 
for a jury to make a correct application to the facts of a case 
of testimony thus faultily and imperfectly elicited. It must be 
confessed that each of these criticisms has substance and truth 
It may be that the importance of each is exaggerated by the 
particular class of persons most prominently advancing it. But 
inasmuch as the public, the legal profession and the expert are 
alike entitled to be heard, and as any scheme of amelioration 
ought to aim at removing, as far as possible, the well-founded 
complaints of all who are entitled to be heard, it is not essen- 
tial to determine the relative weight of their several objections. 

The number of remedies already proposed is quite con- 
siderable. They have thus far failed of a sufficiently general 
approval to secure so much as a practical test in this country. 
The reason probably has been, that, evolved in a one-sided 
way, they have refiected, according to their parentage, the dis- 





*Journal of the Franklin Institute, Vol. 135, p. 409, 486. 
*5 “American Law Review,” p. 2% 
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tinctive views of lawyers on the one hand, or of scientific men 
on the other, without adequately reckoning with the situa- 
tions and needs of both. And yet it would be strange if there 
should not be found in the sum of them all enough of good 
to furnish material for the construction of a system answering 
every reasonable demand. Putting aside as antiquated and as 
obnoxious to more objections than it would be profitable te 
specify, the unpromising proposal that the Government establish 
official boards of experts, to whom all scientific or technical 
questions arising in the course of litigation should be referred 
for inquiry and decision, with a right of appeal therefrom to a 
supreme college of experts similarly constituted, the essential 
features of the plans more recently brought forward, including 
the proposed enactments in Massachusetts and New York, and 
the system adopted in Australia (so far as details of it have 
been obtainable), may, if I rightly understand them, be classi- 
fied under the following heads: 

1. Appointment by the court (A) of permanent experts 
alone to be permitted to testify on matters within the scope of 
their professions, etc., or (B) in each particular case of all ex- 
perts to be heard upon its trial; such appointment to be made 
(a) by the court alone, or (b) by the court upor agreement of, or 
nomination by the parties; the examination to be conducted (a) 
as heretofore by counsel, or (b) by the presiding judge. 

2. Selection by each of the parties of one and appointment 
by the court of a third expert, upon notice, before trial, of the 
fact and nature of questions likely to arise requiring expert tes- 
timony, such questions to be referred to and decided by the 
board of experts thus constituted, in advance of the trial upon 
a feigned or agreed state of facts, and their conclusions, upon 
proof of the facts as submitted, to be laid before the jury as 
decisive of the scientific or technical questions involved. 

3. Appointment, in any case, by the court of a commission 
of experts to investigate (if need be with power to take tetti- 
mony) and decide all scientific, etc., questions arising in the 
case, and to present its findings to the trial judge in the shape 
of a sworn statement, which shall by him be communicated to 
the jury—the judge being at liberty to call the “foreman” of the 
commission to the witness stand in order to answer such ques- 
tions as the court may put to him of its own motion, or at the 
instance of counsel for the parties, and the latter retaining the 
right to call and examine other experts. 

4. Provision for the creation of a sort of auxiliary panel of 
jurors, composed of experts, and the drawing in any case in- 
volving scientific, etc., questions, of a part of the trial jury from 
this auxiliary panel. 

5. Association with the trial judge of an expert chosen by 
himself, who, jointly with the judge, shall preside at the trial, 
shall direct and control the examination of witnesses, and shall 
at the close of it, and before the judge’s charge, sum up to the 
jury, being liable at the conclusion of his summing up to be in- 
terrogated by counsel of either party with respect to all points 
not previously developed. 

6. Grant of authority to the trial judge (a) to call to his aid 
an expert not chosen by the parties, who shall sit with the judge 
and inform him as to the correctness, etc., of the testimony of 
the experts called by the parties, and in proper cases may be 
put upon the stand for the purpose of declaring scientific facts, 
without offering opinions as to questions in issue; or (b) to sum- 
mon an expert or experts of his own choice to review the whole 
testimony and evidence of the experts called by the parties. 

7. Application of more severe tests of expert qualification 
and restriction of the right to act as expert witnesses (A) to 
persons proposed as such by the parties, who, upon preliminary 
examination conducted by the trial judge himself, shall by him 
be found qualified; (B) to persons selected from an official roll 
of experts, (a) prepared and kept under the direction and super- 
vision of the court, or (b) made up by a properly constituted 
public board, upon written and oral examinations, to which 
every one desirous of being eligible to be called as an expert 
would be bound to submit himself. 

8. Payment of expert witnesses out of the public treasury. 


Incidental to most of the plans proposed and strenuously 
insisted upon by scientific men, is the further suggestion that in 
the examination of experts the hypothetical mode of interroga- 
tion be entirely abandoned. Granted, on the part of counsel 
conducting a case, a perfect mastery of the science, etc., in- 
volved, so as to exclude the likelihood of an unconscious omis- 
sion to bring out all the material points in the case; granted, 
in the next place, an always impartial and successful endeavor 
by such counsel to present, in his interrogatory, all those points 
and nothing beyond, in their proper relation to one another, or, 
on the part of the trial judge, so complete and ready a recol- 
lection of the evidence and so intimate a familiarity with all 
imaginable scientific and technical lore as to enable him to de- 
termine, at a glance, whether the question embraces all there is 
in the record bearing upon the inquiry and nothing more; 
granted finally, a jury of a sufficiently high order of ability to 
analyze, bear in mind and compare with the evidence the exact 
hypotheses submittted by the parties, to declare in what details 
the testimony adduced by the one or the other is to be under- 
stood as supporting or qualifying the various hypotheses set up, 
and to deduce from the depositions of the opposing experts to 
what precise extent and in what precise manner their respective 
opinions are to be discounted because of such qualifications—it 
may be that the theory underlying the original conception of 
this method was correct enough. But to take all these things, or 
any one of them, for granted requires an exuberant optimism for- 
getful of Bishop Butler’s sage remark, that, in dealing with 
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practical questions, we should look at things as they are, not as 
they might or ought to be. The truth and in fact, the vast 
majority of hypothetical questions propounded does not and 
never will adequately and impartially present the actual or most 
probable state of the case, but only the undisputed facts whose 
materiality is too self-evident to be ignored, and the legally 
possible inferences which are in the line of a party’s contention, 
though not necessarily in accord with the weight of his own evi- 
dence—all these arranged in their most favorable sequence, and 
with the added likelihood that much of what is specified is 
unimportant, and that much of what is important will not be 
specified. In short, as Prof. Dercum asserts, they “are as a 
rule in the whole and in their several parts misleading,” and 
very far from being “the equivalents of the case under trial.” 
To be sure, it is supposed, and for the most part rightly, that 
the cross-examination will call the witness’ attention to those 
eircumstances to be found in the evidence which his examina- 
tion in chief has failed to touch upon or to assign to their proper 
connection. If he be a thoroughly competent, candid and un- 
biased person, there will be no difficulty in obtaining from him 
expressions of opinion departing from those previously given, in 
accordance with the new additional light in which the matters 
now brought to his notice present the case. But, as none are 
more keenly aware than those best qualified to act as experts, 
this process is in itself at once offensive and discrediting. It 
puts the expert, in the eyes of those unable to follow the delicate 
distinctions involved, in the position—to use the language of 
one of them*—‘“‘of disagreeing with the general drift of his own 
testimony,” and thereby of impeaching himself; and it makes 
his examination in chief appear, not as an effort to get at the 
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, but as a disin- 
genuous attempt to dodge around the untoward facts of the case, 
in order to hang an argument upon the few that may be pro- 
Pitious. In all this the expert may not be at fault; but it is the 
expert and his testimony that suffer, and the cause in whose 
behalf he is called not infrequently suffers with him. This un- 
fortunate contingeney springing from the method pursued, the 
conclusion seems unavoidable that that method must be wrong. 
Again, an hypothetical question which is framed with an honest 
and intelligent purpose of presenting all that is relevant is often 
a serious thing for uny one to encounter. Judge Kinne of the 
Iowa Supreme Court, in a paper read before the Iowa State Bar 
Association,* speaks feelingly of the monstrous length and com- 
plicated character of these interrogatories. “As I write,” he 
says, ‘there lies before me the record in a case which contains a 
hypothetical question which was propounded to several expert 
witnesses aud which covers about thirteen printed pages of the 
record and embraces several hundred distinct facts. Other 
cases of the same character, and little, if any, less objectionable, 
are of frequent occurrence.” If, as he declares, it is imposible 
for any witness to have the whole of such a question in his 
mind as the basis of his answer how can the jurors be expected 
to take in its meaning when it is asked and answered, and to 
remember its details accurately enough to form a respectable 
judgment as to its correspondence with the facts of the case 
and the value of the opinions expressed wpon it? It has been 
suggested that questions of this sort should be reduced to writ- 
ing and copies furnished to the jurors to be taken out by them 
when they retire for deliberation. Waiving all other objections 
to this course, one is led to ask, how would it aid their compre- 
hension of the questions when put? To make it serviceable for 
this purpose, it would be necessary to interrupt the trial every 
time an hypothetical question was to be asked, so as to enable 
the jurors to make a preliminary study of it. What that would 
lead to needs not to be stated. Just why, in view of all its in- 
curable drawbacks, the “hypothesis abomination,” as Dr. Frazer 
calls it, “‘this lamentable method,” “vicious, misleading and sub- 
versive of every attempt at fairness,”’ should be so tenaciously 
clung to, is not quite clear. Even now it is not obligatory, not 
the only method that may be adopted in the examination of ex- 
perts. An agreed or undisputed state of facts may always be 
submitted as the basis of opinion.* An expert who has heard 
the testimony adduced by a party, or who has read it. may be 
asked whether assuming its truth, it is sufficient to ground an 
opinion and what that opinion is.+ One who has personal knowl- 
edge of facts in a case may, detailing them, pronounce his opin- 
ion upon them.t And he may do so on the basis of the evidence 
heard by him together with his own knowledge of the case.§ 
Violating no principle supposed to be safeguarded by the prac- 
tice of hypothetical interrogation, any one of these methods has 
the advantage over the latter of conciseness and of direct help- 
fulness to the jury. What the latter needs from an expert is 
information in a concrete, not in an abstract, form. The act of 
1895|| relating to testimony upon questions of handwriting is 
based upon this fact, and so far as it goes, has marked an ad- 
vance in the right direction. The jury, in other words, needs to 
know, not whether some imaginary state of facts, but whether 
the particular evidence it has heard will justify an expert con- 
clusion, and if so, what conclusion. If the evidence, in every 
aspect it can fairly and reasonably bear (and that is a matter 





*William P. Mason, Address before Section of Chemistry, American 
{ssociation for the Advancement of Science, Detroit, August, 1897: 56 Alb. 

*The ‘“‘American Lawyer,’’ May, 1896. 

*Coyle vs. Com. 104, Pa., 117. 

tYardley vs. Cuthbertson, 108 Pa., 395 

tCom. vs. Buccieri, 153 Pa., 537. 

#Olmsted vs. Gere, 100 Pa., 127. 

fAct 15 May, 1895, P. L. 69. 


for the court), is too doubtful, too incomplete, too vague to 
permit the science or art in whose name the expert is supposed 
to speak to give it a certain interpretation, then that science or 
art is in truth silent upon the subject, and it can only be mis- 
chievous to tolerate the expression of individual opinions which, 
in such case, can be nothing but guesswork more or less 
shrewdly contrived. If the evidence on one side, according to 
any legitimate view of its probative effect, is susceptible of a 
positive interpretation, the jury is entitled, and the cause of 
truth and justice require, to have the statement of that interpre- 
tation at once accompanied with an exposition of the modifica- 
tions demanded by any other equally or more obvious aspect of 
it. Where the evidence on one side is contradicted by that on 
the other, the jury needs to be told what, if any, different con- 
clusion results from the latter, supposing it to overcome the 
former; and finally, if it is uncontradicted, but new allegations 
of fact are added to it, whether there is any scientific, etc., in- 
consistency between the two, and if they can stand together, 
what inferences are to be drawn from the sum of them, treating 
them as proven. So long as the jury system exists, and by con- 
stitutional mandate is to remain “as heretofore,” it is, of course, 
not permissible to transfer to witnesses, whether expert or non- 
expert, either directly or indirectly, the distinctive function of 
the jury to decide controverted questions of fact. But no such 
confusion of office is involved in allowing an expert to apply his 
testimony directly to the evidence, in the manner indicated, 
rather than to a supposed state of facts, which the jury must 
dissect in order to see how far it agrees and how far it disagrees 
with what the preponderance of the evidence tends to establish. 
The testimony of experts upon matters of science and technical 
knowledge is universally likened to the opinion upon legal ques- 
tions conveyed by the court to the jury. If it were true, that in 


criminal cases, the instructions of the judge and jury by law 
are to be received by it simply as the best evidence of what the 
law is, the analogy, in such cases, would be complete. It is, 
however, in any view, close enough to prompt the inquiry, why 


should the quality of abstractness be objectionable in the one 


and not in the other? and why should not concreteness be 
equally desirable in both? ‘And since it can be attained, in the 
matter of expert testimony, without the introduction of any 
new principle or untried method, by simply declaring abolished 
that which is obnoxious to so many objections, and which ample 
and patient and costly experimentation has shown to be pro- 
ductive of so much evil and so little good, it would seem to be a 


wise thing to begin the improvement of our practice by doing 
away with hypothetical questions altogether. 

Turning now to the other changes suggested, it is proper 
first to advert to the legal considerations involved, with es- 


7 


pecial reference to our own State. Of constitutional limitations 
there are but few to be noticed. The suggestion of an auxiliary 
panel of expert jurors to furnish a proportion of the triers of 


cases in which expert testimony is to be received, may possi- 
bly offend against Art. I., Section 6, Constitution of 1874, which 
declares that “trial by jury shall be as heretofore.” I am not 
prepared to admit that it does. But it is liable to attack on that 
ground, and legislation which challenges a constitutional pro- 
vision like the above is as undesirable to the public as the buy- 
ing of a lawsuit is to an individual. The plan contemplating a 
written report upon questions of expert knowledge by a board 


or commission of experts investigating and passing upon the 
same out of court, and the submission of such report to the jury, 
even with the additional feature that one of the board or com- 
mission might be called to the stand in explanation or amplifica- 
tion of it, would doubtless in criminal cases be found obnoxious 
to Article I., Section 9, of the Constitution, which guarantees to 
defendants im such cases the right to “meet the witnesses face 
to fa ’ The power of the Legislature to direct that expert wit- 
nesses shall be appointed by the court, instead of being em- 
ployed by the parties, has elsewhere been questioned by high 
authority, as interfering with a supposed fundamental right of 
litigants to summon and employ whomsoever they choose in be- 
halt their causes. Judge Foster, in the address already men- 
tioned, says that he can see no answer to this objection. Whether 
or not it is founded upon a scientific declaration such as that 


contained in the Bill of Rights of the New Hampshire Constitu- 
tion of 1792, Art. 15, that “every subject shall have a right to 
produce all proofs that may be favorable to himself,” I am 


unable to say. But how, in the absence of such (and our Con- 
stitution contains none), the power in question can be denied, is 
not very clear. Assuming an absolute right in litigants to be 
heard by experts of their own unrestricted choice, Judge Foster 
concedes the competency of legislation conferring upon the trial 
court authority, of its own motion, and without reference to the 
desires of the parties, to summon additional experts to review 
the testimony of those already examined—an authority which 
would seem to be implied, independently’of express legislation. 
from the right of the trial judge, even in criminal cases, to call 
and examine witnesses not produced by the parties* Next, the 
trial judge undoubtedly has a discretion to control the number 
of experts to be called by a party upon his side of any inquiry,7 
and it must be competent for the Legislature to confirm, and at 





*See for collection of tlustrative cases in England, 1 Roscoe, Crim. Ev., 
p. 189, and also A. & 8. Fabrik vs. Levinstein, 24 Ch. Div. 156. 

+See Judge Cooley’s vindication of that right in Frazer vs. Jennison, 42 
Mich., 206, and to the same effect, People vs. Kemp, 76 id., 410; Sizer vs. 
Burt, 4 Denio (N. Y.), 426; Anthony vs. Smith, 4 Bos. (N. Y.), 503; Rey- 
nolds vs. Boot, ete., Factory, 32 Hun (N. Y.), 64; Hilliard vs, Beattie, 
N. H., 462; and, as affirmative of the same principle, Jatho vs. Pass. Ry 





Co., 4 Phila., 24. 
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the same time regulate the exercise of that discretion. Finally, 
the Legislature may forbid altogether the reception of opinion 
or expert testimony for the establishment of any fact in issue 
upon a trial, just as it has forbidden the reception of certain 
kinds of testimony for the establishment of a variety of facts. 
Entire prohibition has, indeed, been declared by eminent and 
profound jurists, holding extreme views, asthe ultimate and only 
satisfactory solution of the question what to do with expert tes- 
timony. It would surely prove a deplorable blunder; but there 
seems to be no constitutional obstacle to its perpetration. Now, 
if it is true (1), that the Legislature may authorize the trial 
judge to impose upon the parties the testimony of expert wit- 
nesses not of their own choosing; and if it is true (2) that it 
may prescribe, within proper limits, the number of such wit- 
nesses to be allowed to testify; and if it is true (3) that it may 
prohibit expert testimony altogether, then it must also be true 
that it may forbid the reception of any expert testimony, except 
such as the trial judge may, upon application or of his own mo- 
tion, see fit to call for; and that is the utmost of what is in- 
volved in the proposition. Of course, the testimony thus pro- 
duced, whether the examination be conducted by the judge him- 
self, or by counsel, would not be binding; but, subject to the 
right of the parties to argue against it, and of the jury to dis- 
believe it, it certainly can be made the only expert testimony 
receivable. Still less can there be any constitutional objection 
to the selection of experts by the court on nomination by the 
parties, with a superadded exclusion of any who have become 
interested in sustaining either side. The relation to his em- 
ployer of the expert hired to supplement the skill of counsel is 
essentially like that of the latter.* The existence of that rela- 
tion is radically inconsistent with the exercise of the function 
of the expert :/itness, which is a quasi-judicial one. Again, there 
can be hardly a doubt that the power to associate with them- 
seives as assessors experts whose office it shall be to advise upon 
matters scientific, technical, etc., resides in judges even with- 
out legislation. In this State it is implicitly recognized as so 
me a by the equity rules promulgated by the Supreme Court 
n 4. 

I come next to the question of practicability and expediency. 

The idea of permanent experts, alone to be called upon for 
expert testimony, seems to be borrowed from Germany where, 
however, it applies only to certain lines or branches of science, 
art and business. When questions arise in any other depart- 
ment, a special appointment is made by the court, upon agree- 
ment of the parties, or in disregard of conflicting suggestions of 
both. The multiplicity of subjects of expert testimony, the grow- 
ing specialization of scientific and technical pursuits, and a due 
regard for the right of courts to have the best evidence attain- 
able on any subject, do not point to the permanent official expert 
as a desirable institution. He cannot be a specialist in all the 
branches of his trade or profession. He may, to borrow an illus- 
tration from Dr. Williams, be a physician of the best profes- 
sional training and the highest repute, and yet be incapable of 
making a thorough microscopical or chemical examination, or 
of forminga competent judgmentasto the mental condition of an 
obscure case of alleged insanity. If on such, and a variety of 
other questions within the domain of medicine and surgery, the 
most helpful evidence is to be had, the official medical expert 
will ordinarily be passed by in favor of a specialist selected for 
the parttcular case to be tried. If, however, a cast-iron rule is 
to be applied, and on the theory that a doctor is a doctor, every 
medical and surgical question is to be referred to him, the re- 
sult will be far from satisfactory, as, indeed, according to Dr. 
Frazer, it has, in Germany, been found to be. On the other 
hand, the wisdom of committing to our courts the entire and in- 
dependent selection, for any given case, of the experts to be 
heard upon its trial, unless the parties agree on some person, is 
not apparent. Whatever may be thought of it where the pro- 
cedure is under the civil law, the court, under our system, 
would be more likely than counsel to err in the selection, both 
because of its unfamiliarity in advance of trial with the precise 
requirements of the case, and because of its want of oppor- 
tunity, unaided by counsel, to acquaint itself with the qualifica- 
tions of persons to be obtained as experts. Whether it should 
turn out that a mistake had been made or not, the losing party 
would, perhaps not without a show of reason, hold the testi- 
mony of the court’s appointee, if disappointing, responsible for 
his discomfiture. A well-founded complaint could be remedied 
by granting a new trial, but unfounded ones would not be si- 
lenced by refusing it. In any event, the court would be exposed 
to criticisms whose tendency would be derogatory to its in- 
fluence and prestige. Similar objections apply to the proposal 
that experts called shall be examined by the trial judge, either 
as to their qualifications, or as to the subject-matter of the in- 
quiry as well. It is his right, and may be his duty, where the ex- 
amination by counsel, in either particular, is perfunctory or in- 
adequate, to bring out, by questions of his own, what he needs 
to satisfy himself on the one point, or what he thinks the jury 
needs on the other. But the judge ought not to-be compelled 
unnecessarily to assume inquisitorial functions. He possesses 
no mysterious power of extracting truth. He can get at it only 
as counsel do, by asking questions. To such as he chooses to 
ask, the parties are and must continue entitled to exceptions. 
If the examination were committed to his hands, they would be 
entitled to except also to his refusal to put interrogatories re- 





*The late Justice Keogh, of the Irish Court of Common Pleas, whenever 
an expert was sworn, is said to have been in the habit of asking: ‘‘For 
whom, sir, do you appear? 


For the plaintiff or for the defendant?’ 
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quested by them to be put. The conspicuous result of such 
Parisian method of conducting the proceedings would be a loss 
of decorum and dignity and an impairment of public respect for 
the court far outweighing the slight advantages to be antici- 
pated. 


A joint management of the trial by the-judge and an expert 
presiding with him, directing the examination of witnesses, 
charging the jury on the technical aspects of the case, etc., is 
still more to be deprecated. Duties of this kind, to go no farther, 
imply a familiarity with the rules of evidence and practice, 
which persons without legal training cannot be supposed to 
possess, and the want of which seriously interferes with the ef- 
ficiency, even as witnesses, of many competent and conscientious 
experts.* 


About the adoption of the proposal to provide an auxiliary 
jury of experts, Judge Foster quotes Sir James Fitzjames 
Stephens as declaring that there are so many “difficulties of de- 
tail and practice’ that it seems, in his judgment, to be most in- 
jurious. He also asks (and pertinently, in view of the constantly 
recurring spectacle of equal numbers of experts testifying on 
the same subject in diametrical opposition to each other) 
whether a lot of experts would be more likely to agree in the 
jury box than upon the witness stand? And it would hardly be 
good policy to introduce into the constitution of the jury two 
distinct elements, not only actually, but theoretically, unequal, 
one of which might not only in fact dominate the other, but 
would be intended to do so, at least upon certain essential por- 
tions of the inquiry submitted for the ultimate decision of the 
whole jury. Besides the incongruity of the thing, its obvious 
tendency would be to engender antagonism between the expert 
and non-expert portions of the jury, which would be opposed to 
harmonious deliberation and to speedy, if not to any, agreement. 


Concerning the appointment of boards and commissions of 
experts to act out of court, bringing only the results of their 
deliberations before the jury, there is much truth in the asser- 
tion that the elaboration by an expert before the jury of the 
scientific reasons that lead him to a certain conclusion, is rarely 
of much practical value, and that long-winded technical discus- 
sions from the witness stand more often confuse and weary than 
illuminate the minds of jurors, who cannot be supposed thor- 
oughly to grasp anything beyond the conclusion. If it were 
within reason to expect any number of equally competent ex- 
perts to be always of one mind as to the effect, according to the 
science or art in which they are skilled, of a given set of facts, 
the bare announcement of their conclusion would be all-suf- 
ficient. Unfortunately, the hope of such invariable unanimity, 
if it is entertained by any, will never be realized. There is 
nothing in this statement that reflects upon the character or 
the intelligence of experts as a class. It is simply another way 
of saying what we all know, that, as soon as we venture upon 
the domain of theory, of opinion, we find it impossible to 
eliminate the personal equation. In a perfectly upright person 
there may exist a bias in favor of that side of a question in be- 
half of which he has been engaged and has labored, and in 
the vindication of which he has become unconsciously interested. 
That this sort of bias in expert witnesses should and can be, in 
some measure, guarded against, I shall endeavor to point out 
hereafter. But there is another which cannot be, and against 
which, as Judge Foster puts it, ‘‘no amount of self-restraint nor 
the most sensitive conscience will fortify a man’’—the bias 
which is due to some peculiar view, or theory, or environment. 
In the Memoir of Lord Tennyson,* by his son, Aubrey de Vere 
is quoted as telling, how, one day, the great poet enthusiastically 
dilated the beauty of Burns’ “exquisite songs,’ and added, that, 
for its sake, one might forget “those stupid things, his serious 
pieces.””’ The same day the narrator met Wordsworth and men- 
tioned Burns to him. Wordsworth praised Burns even more 
vehemently than Tennyson had done, but ended, “Of course, I 
refer to his serious efforts * * * those foolish little amatory 
songs of his one has to forget.”” Meeting Henry Taylor in the even- 
ing, Aubrey de Vere told the tale to him; and his observation 
was: “Burns’ exquisite songs and Burns’ serious efforts are to 
me alike tedious and disagreeable reading.’ Another and rather 
striking illustration is given by Judge Foster: ““‘We all remem- 
ber how, not many years ago, one of the gravest of all ques- 
tions, a question involving the safety of the republic, was sub- 
mitted to a tribunal composed of Senators and Representatives 
in Congress and Judges of the Supreme Court—fifteen in all— 
picked men, selected from those distinguished for their integrity 
and freedom from undue influence, and yet all the questions be- 
fore the tribunal were decided eight to seven; always the same 
eight, always the same seven, always along the same line of po- 
litical division, I do not suppose the tribunal was ever seriously 
distrusted; but the bias of those men was absolutely uncontroll- 
able.” To influences of this kind all men are liable, and perhaps 
the more the greater their mental vigor and the profounder their 
intellectual interest in the questions before them. Much of the 
conflict between experts on the witness stand is traceable to this 
cause, and for that reason not only unavoidable, but not a fair 
ground of criticism upon expert witnesses as a class, or upon 
the value of expert testimony as such. Suppose, now, a board or 
commission of experts, however admirably constituted, should, 
because of differences of this description, find it impossible to 
come to a unanimous conclusion; suppose there should be two 
or more conflicting reports. Would it do to submit them all to 


*5S7 Albany ‘‘Law Journal,”’ 215. 
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the jury—reports, as we are assuming, simply stating conclu- 
sions? The jury would then have before it two or more contra- 
dictory opinions, without anything to show upon what reason- 
ing those opinions were based; and after all, the jury must de- 
cide upon some basis which is to be received as correct. Mani- 
festly, there would be nothing there to aid, but much to confuse 
it. The alternative would be to receive only unanimous or ma- 
jority reports—the latter coming discredited by the apparent 
dissent of a portion of the board or commission, and a failure of 
a majority to agree on any question leaving the parties, court 
and jury without any report at all upon it. In either event, it 
would be only reasonable to let the parties call in their own ex- 
perts; and, indeed, some of the propositions contemplating a 
reference to boards or commissions of experts for report to the 
court seem to have this contingency in view. They do not all 
exclude the right of the parties to put their own experts on the 
stand. The board of commission is conceived, as an additional 
piece of machinery, the theory being, as explained by Dr. Wil- 
liams, that “the jury would usually have no difficulty in decid- 
ing between the unprejudiced verdict of the one set of official 
experts and the biased testimony of the alleged experts who ap- 
peared as partisans under pay:—true enough, if the official ex- 
perts agreed, but wholly inapplicable if they did not. In that 
event, the scheme would leave us exactly where we are now. A 
method which cannot be employed in our criminal courts at all, 
and whose satisfactory operation in civil cases would be depend- 
ent upon chance, has nothing to commend it in this State. 

The summoning by the court or trial judge of an independ- 
ent expert to review the expert testimony adduced by the 
parties, or to declare such essential scientific facts as the testi- 
mony failed to make clear or agree upon, would doubtless 
greatly aid the jury by reconciling conflicts apparent rather than 
real, and by exposing and causing to be ignored what was er- 
roneous. Nor could experts themselves have any reasonable ob- 
jection to such procedure. “All scientific men,” says one of 
them, “are willing and anxious to have their work scrutinized 
by their peers;”* and its liability to such scrutiny, publicly ap- 
plied, might be expected to exert a wholesome check upon the 
utterance of crude and hazardous opinions. The establishment 
of a general practice of associating with the trial judge an ex- 
pert assessor of his own choice ought to prove here, as it has 
proven elsewhere, a help to his proper comprehension of the 
bearings and details of intricate technical inquiries suddenly 
thrust upon him; would enable him to discriminate between the 
merits and applications of conflicting views advanced by experts 
on the stand; would afford him a guide upon the question of 
propriety of developing, by interrogatories from the bench, this 
or that fact left unclear by counsel’s examination, or of himself 
calling an expert to the stand to review the accumulated expert 
testimony and would put at his elbow the very person to be In- 
trusted with that task. But, standing alone, neither of these ex- 
pedients, nor a combination of them, will avail to exclude in- 
competency from the witness stand, to curtail the length or 
lessen the expense of trials, to remove the opportunities now ex- 
isting for muddling the Inquiry by partisan testimony, or to 
purge our records of the masses of expert testimony they now 
groan under. They would, on the contrary, at additional ex- 
pense, be swelled by additional evidence, whose main office 
would be to emphasize the worthlessness of much that had pre- 
ceded it. From the standpoint of the public, at least, not to 
mention suffering judges and jaded jurors, this remedy, without 
more, would be sure to prove inadequate. 


There has never been a satisfactory judicial definition of 
what constitutes an expert, nor any precise rule as to what 
qualifications entitle a person to pose as such. To say that he 
is, or ought to be, skilled, experienced in the science, art, trade 
or business to which the subject-matter of the inquiry apper- 
tains, is to say that he is or ought to be an expert, and leaves 
us no wiser than we were before. Within wide limits, the sound 
discretion of the trial judge is pretty much the only test now 
known to our law. It is notorious that, in the exercise of that 
discretion, persons are constantly admitted to testify as experts, 
whose claims to the title of instructors of court and jury are of 
the shallowest. Remembering that an expert witness must be 
allowed to do what other witnesses are forbidden, to depose, 
not to facts, but to inferences to be drawn from facts, it is not 
too much to insist that no man be permitted to testify as an ex- 
pert upon any matter, his ability to advise and inform upon 
which is not perfectly clear according to the principles and 
standards men act upon and apply in the weightier affairs of 
life. The framing of an exact rule seems to have been avoided, 
hitherto, not because of any inherent difficulty, but because, 
once declared, a strict enforcement of it might, now and then, 
render the procurement of qualified experts troublesome or im- 
possible. And yet there is more sense in leaving the jury with- 
out expert opinions than in permitting it to be misled by erron- 
eous ones, or even in subjecting it to the danger of being misled 
by palpably unreliable ones. The reluctance of the courts, how- 
ever, to express themselves with more precision is legitimate 
proof of the necessity for some latitude admitting of a judicial 
discretion in each particular case, and this necessity would 
seem to militate against the proposal of an official roll of ex- 
perts to be made up by the courts and exclusively to be drawn 
upon for expert witnesses; an expedient, which, it may be added, 
is objectionable also in this, that it would be bound to expose 
the courts te solicitations and criticisms of the kind usually at- 
tending the possession and exercise of a power savoring of pat- 





*S6 Albany “Law Journal,”’ 210. 
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ronage. More in the line of good policy is the plan of restrict- 
ing the number of persons eligible as expert witnesses by a re- 
quirement of submission to examination by a public board of 
examiners. The trouble is about its feasibility. It has been 
pointed out that it would be impossible to constitute a single ex- 
amining board whose members would themselves possess all or 
even a considerable proportion of the qualifications for the ex- 
amination of candidates in all the various branches of knowl- 
edge concerning which experts are called to testify, and equally 
impracticable to establish and maintain the requisite large num- 
ber of independent examining boards.* That a more definite 
and stringent test of expert capacity, however enforced, would 
be productive of good results cannot be doubted. It might cer- 
tainly be relied upon to bring to the witness stand a more uni- 
formly high grade of experts and thereby to make expert testi- 
mony intrinsically more valuable and to obviate the all-around 
unsatisfactory condition of affairs which always results where 
one thoroughly qualified to speak upon a subject is opposed to 
one of very inferior qualifications. It would thus lessen the 
danger of glaring conflicts, not only because of the more hori- 
zontal point of view occupied by all the experts called, but be- 
cause those high in the ranks of the professions are ordinarily 
less likely to indulge in hairsplitting, pyrotechnics, or trifling, or 
to accommodate their views to the exigencies of either side, 
whether consciously or unconsciously; and would tend towards 
relieving us of such scandalous exhibitions, masquerading under 
the pretense of expert testimony, as we have of late years been 
called upon to witness. 

A potent influence in the same direction might be looked for 
from a proper restriction upon the number of experts to be ex- 
amined—a principle esesntially involved in every proposition 
contemplating a designation of the expert witnesses by the 
court, and, as has been seen, equally capable of being applied 
where the choice of them rests with.the parties. Judge Cooley 
says} it is commonly best to have but two and rarely profitable 
to have more than five on a side. Such a limitation would not 
only incline parties to put forward the best equipped material 
available, but would at once eliminate a principal cause of the 
prolixity and expensiveness of trials in which expert testimony 
cuts any considerable figure. Without it, moreover, the proposal 
to have expert witnesses paid out of the public treasury would 
be an absurdity. They are certainly entitled to be paid as ex- 
perts and not as ordinary witnesses. A man’s knowledge of a 
mere fact is not his property in the sense in which, e. g., his 
scientific information, the results of his study, and more par- 
ticularly his ability to communicate the same, are his property. 
These belong to him, just as a lawyer’s skill and erudition be- 
long to him. Neither can be justly extracted from its possessor 
without recompense. But the community has a claim upon 
every profession, trade and business; and their most worthy 
representatives may fairly be presumed, and will doubtless at 
all times be found willing, to contribute some of their learning 
or experience in the interest of public justice, without expecting 
such service to be the source of profit over and beyond a rea- 
sonable, I may say moderate, compensation. The rates at which 
expert services are often remunerated have had much to do 
with lowering the respect for expert testimony generally. In the 
eyes of those who ordinarily compose our juries, and by com- 





parison with the average daily earning capacity of men, those 
rates appear so extravagant as to prompt in their minds, on the 
wretched, lying, but too commonly accepted maxim that every 


man has his price, the thought that there is a direct relation 
between the tenor of an expert’s testimony and the figure he is 
paid for it. This miserable suspicion would, of course, not at- 
tach to experts named by the court, and to none other could the 
system of payment by order of the court be properly extended. 
About having experts thus appointed and paid there are advant- 
ages which are unmistakable. A fundamental vice of our pres- 
ent system is its partisan character and tendency. It must not 
be put out of sight that not only do the public and juries regard 
the generality of experts, employed as they now are, as mere 
partisans for the side by which they are called, but many law- 
yers so treat them, and many experts consent to be so con- 
sidered and so consider themselves. ‘As a matter of fact,” says 
Dr. J. J. Putnam, in the “Boston Medical and Surgical Journal,” 
October 22, 1896, “we go into court prepared to accentuate our 
differences and to minimize our agreements, and this unedifying 
state of affairs is partly due to the fact that we enlist our- 
selves too much as lawyers on one and the other side.” And 
says Prof. R. Ogden Doremus, M. D., LL. D., in “Criminal Law 
Magazine,” p. 315: “Thus from the initiative steps up to the 
closing scenes * * * the expert for the State necessarily be- 
comes a prosecuting officer.” It ought to be made impossible for 
any one to entertain or act upon this unfortunate view. Some 
slight difficulties of detail and practice, and perchance some in- 
creased expense, ought not to be permitted to stand in the way. 
But the likelihood of the latter is not apparent. What shall be 
a reasonable compensation in any given case will depend largely 
upon the locality in which it is tried, the place from which the 
experts are to be called, their standing in their respective depart- 
ments, the nature of the services required of them, and the loss 


of time and ordinary emoluments involved in their rendition. 
On this basis the fixing of a just allowance may safely be left 
to the good judgment of the court and such experts as it would 


be likely to select. And assuming that the public treasury will 
not be reimbursed by taxing sums thus paid against the losing 





*11 Harvard “Law Review," 183-4. 
+See Fraser vs. Jennison, 42 Mich. 206, 223, 224. ‘ 


























































































































detbeihscan oe 


Fe emcee 


t 

















45° 


27HE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





party, as costs of the case, the saving of time consumed in the 
trial of a case, with the consequence of a direct reduction of ex- 
penses, not only in keeping at work the jury trying it, but in 
keeping in idle attendance the balance of the panel, may, in the 
long run, more than counterbalance all outlays in this behalf: 
and to this must be added the indirect savings resulting from 
the disposition of a greater number of causes and a probable 
decrease of retrials. By making experts the appointers of the 
court, and their compensation not only sure but independent of 
the effect of their testimony, a prominent cause of supposed and 
often of actual bias would be eliminated, the position of experts 
relieved of an embarrassment which unquestionably does, at 
times exist, and confidence in their testimony correspondingly 
strengthened. Nor is it necessaray to insist upon an appointment 
by the court without suggestion by the parties. Giving to them 
the right of nomination and to the court the right of rejection, 
if, either from its own experience with a nominee, or from no- 
torious misbehavior on his part on some other occasion, he ap- 
pear undesirable, the choice of their own witnesses might be 
virtually retained to the parties while the expert’s appointment 
would come to him, not as an employment by either party, but 
as the act of the court, and without intimation, direct or in- 
direct, as to whose particular selection he was. 

Thus, without adding a single thought to what thinking men 
have already offered, but standing aside those of their devices 
which are open to substantial criticism from one or another 
point of view, we are furnished with the following suggestions, 
commendable because ‘of the results likely to ensue, and be- 
cause of their simplicity and practicability: 


1. The formulation of a stricter definition of expert capacity; 

2. The reasonable limitation of the number of experts to be 
called in any case; 

3. The designation of such experts by the court upon nomina- 
tion by the parties;; 

> The abolition of the hypothetical question; 

. The summoning by the trial judge of an expert of his 
en ‘choice to serve as assessor, or as a witness to review the 
expert testimony already in, or as both; 

6. The payment of expert witnesses out of the public treasury, 
at least in the first instance. 

No one of these measures can be expected to accomplish all 
that is desirable. If the probable effects of each have been cor- 
rectly foreshadowed, then collectively they would come very near 
doing so. A system combining them might be formulated some- 
what in this wise: 

I. No person shall be eligible or permittted to testify as an 
expert in the trial, hearing, etc., of any cause in a court of jus- 
tice, or before any master, auditor, etc., acting under appoint- 
ment of any court or judge, unless it be first shown to the satis- 
faction of such court, master, auditor, etc., (1) that the subject- 
matter concerning which he is so to testify is fairly within (a) 
his present principal avocation in the locality in which he fol- 
lows the same, or (b) the operation of an invention made by 
him and reduced to actual working, or (c) a line of study or in- 
vestigation, not ordinarily pursued as a distinct profession or 
business, in which his researches have been systematic or his 
opportunities for observation exceptional; (2) if the question in- 
volved be one not of purely abstract science, that his experi- 
ence has been both practical and theoretical; (3) if the subject is 
one of professional study or science, that he is familiar with the 
most advanced learning upon the same; (4) if, in the locality in 
which the proposed witness resides or follows his avocation, or 
where the trial, etc., is had, the subject is one generally pur- 
sued as a medical, surgical or pathological specialty, that he 
presently so pursues it; (5) that he has not been approached, 
consulted, employed or paid with reference to the trial on any 
question involved in it, by either party to the same, or by any 
one in behalf and by authority of said party, nor (except by way 
of authorized report to the court) expressed an opinion concern- 
ing any such question as applicable to the case on trial. 

II. Whenever in any case to be tried, etc., or on trial, etc., 
before such court, master, auditor, etc., it shall be desired by 
both parties, or by either party to introduce expert testimony, 
the parties, or either of them upon notice to the other, may 
apply to the court, or a judge thereof, for the appointment of ex- 
perts to be called therein; such application, if the purpose to 
introduce expert testimony exist in advance of the trial, etc., to 
be made a reasonable time prior to the date at which it is set 
down, and if not, then as soon as it is formed in the course of 
the trial, etc., the application moreover to be in writing and 
filed of record, and to set forth the nature of the subject of in- 
quiry with sufficient precision to indicate (1) the admissibility 
of expert testimony, (2) the limits of the inquiry proposed, and 
(3) the science, art, trade department, branch, or specialty in 
which the experts chosen ought to be skilled. Supposing the 
subject to be one proper for expert testimony, if the parties 
agree with each other as to a number of persons acceptable to 
both, and their counsel so certify, the court or judge, unless 
aware of sufficient grounds for the rejection of them, shall desig- 
nate from among them a proper number, not less than two, nor 
more than four; with this proviso, that either party may waive 
the right to call expert witnesses, in which case but one ap- 
pointment shall be made from a list to be submitted by the party 
desirous of calling such, and that, if the parties expressly agree 
to have but one expert, naming him, and he shall be unobjec- 
tionable to the court, or judge, he shall be designated. If the 
parties neither waive nor agree, or if their agreed list does not 
enable the court or judge to select two names, each party shall 





hand in a list of his own, and from each list the court or judge 
shall designate one or more (not exceeding three), being at 
liberty to call upon counsel for such information concerning the 
character, qualifications, etc., of any of the persons named as 
shall apear desirable in order to a proper selection—to reject, 
for reasons sufficient in his judgment, all the names on either 
or both lists—and to call for new nominations accordingly. A\}\ 
agreements as to the selection of experts, and all lists of nomi- 
nees for that purpose shall be accompanied with the affidavits 
of the parties and the certificates of their counsel—the former 
declaring that none of the persons named have been approached, 
consulted, etc., by the afflants orany one in their behalf and by 
their authority with reference to the case, and the certificates of 
counsel similarly declaring as to themselves. The names of the 
persons designated by the court or judge shall be at once certi- 
fied to the prothonotary or clerk of the court, who shall forth- 
with notify them of their appointment by the court or cause them 
to be summoned, as the case may require—the notification and 
summons to be accompanied with an exact copy of counsel's 
statement as to the nature of the subject of inquiry. 


Ill. If any tests, examinations or inspections are desired 
either by the parties, or one of them, or by any of the experts 
designated by the court, an application for such purpose may be 
addressed to the court or a judge thereof, in the former case by 
counsel and in the latter by ome or more of the experts; and 
thereupon the court, on notice, shall make such order as shall 
appear just and proper, requiring, whenever practicable, the 
joining of all the designated experts in the making of any such 
test, etc., and directing whether or not a report shall be made 
of the results thereof. Such report shall be in writing, sealed 
and filed in the office of the prothonotary or clerk of the court, 
and shall be opened and communicated to the parties or their 
counsel only upon the order of the court or judge. 

IV. At any stage of a proceeding the court or judge having 
charge of it may appoint a suitable person, qualified according 
to law, as expert, to advise such court or judges as to any ques- 
tion which it may be proper to submit to him, to act as assessor 
at the trial, and in case of conflict between the testimony of ex- 
perts examined in the course of the same, and whenever else in 
the opinion of the trial judge the ends of justice would be served 
thereby, to be called by the trial judge to the witness stand in 
order to review the expert testimony previously given in the 
case, subject to cross-examination by counsel; and the trial 
judge shall, when acting without an assessor, have the right to 
summon a qualified expert witness of his own choice for the 
purpose of such review, whenever, in his judgment, it is advis- 
able; being obliged to do so when the opinions expressed by the 
experts on a material point are evenly divided and conflicting. 

V. Except those designated or appointed in the manner in- 
dicated no persons are to be permitted to be called for the pur- 
pose of giving expert evidence, 

VI. All persons designated as experts by the court on nom- 
ination by the parties in any case are either to attend the trial 
of the same, having, in such case, the right to suggest to the 
court interrogatories to be put to other witnesses, or, before being 
called to the stand, are to be furnished with and to peruse a 
copy of the evidence taken. The preliminary questions of quali- 
fication and disinterestedness are, in every instance, first to be 
disposed of, a failure to establish the former to the satisfaction 
of the court, or the development by the testimony of any sub- 
stantial doubt as to the latter point requiring the exclusion of 
the witness notwithstanding his appointment by the court. If 
accepted, his opinions shall be predicated, not upon hypothetical 
questions, cases or statements, but (1) upon agreed facts, (2) 
upon the entire consistent evidence of a party or witness, as- 
suming it to be true, or upon the several aspects of his evidence, 
assuming first the one and then the other to be true; (3) upon 
facts known to the witness and detailed by him, or (4) upon a 
vombination of all or any of the foregoing. Before being per- 
mitted to express any opinion, he shall state whether or not that 
which is submitted to him as a basis therefor is sufficient for the 
purpose, and if his answer be in the negative, he shall give his 
reasons, and no opinion shall upon that basis be asked of him. 
He shall in no instance be restricted in his testimony to bare 
answers to interrogatories put to him, if such answers would, in 
his judgment, mislead, or state only part of the truth, but shall 
be at liberty, subject to control by the court, to make his state- 
ment as full and precise as in his view is necessary in order to 
present the whole truth. 

VII. Experts thus designated or appointed shall be entitled 
to just compensation for their services to be alldwed by the 
court and promptly paid upon its order out of the county treas- 
ury; possibly with the proviso that the amount thereof, or some 
proportion of it, be charged as part of the costs of the proceed- 
ing and repaid to the county by the party or parties liable, upon 
final decision, for payment of costs. 

VIII. Any willfully false statement in any affidavit required 
in this procedure shall be perjury in the party guilty of mak- 
ing it, and any attempt to approach or influence any person 
designated by the court as an expert witness or as an assessor, 
and any bribery of such, and any corrupt attempt to forestall 
the selection of persons as experts by engaging or consulting 
them with a view to making them ineligible as experts, shall be 
criminally punishable in the petson making such attempts or 
offering or giving such bribes. 

IX. The several courts are to make such general rules as 
to notice, waiver and other minor matters of practice as will be 
most suitable in their respective jurisdictions. 
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If such a system be regarded as too cumbersome, or too 
sweeping an innovation, a great measure of relief and improve- 
ment may still, I am persuaded, be obtained from the adoption 
of one which shall embrace no more than this: 

(1). That, in the examination of expert witnesses, the hypo- 
thetical method of interrogation shall be dispensed with. 

(2). That the trial judge, after hearing the first expert wit- 
ness eXamined in a case, shall announce and put upon the rec- 
ord his decision as to the maximum number of expert witnesses 
to be heard, allowing an equal number not exceeding two, un- 
less more shail appear to him indispensable, and in no case 
exceeding five, to each side. 

(3). That, where the expert testimony adduced by the 
parties is conflicting, the trial judge shall, and in every other 
case he may, summon an expert of his own selection to be 
sworn as a witness, and to review the whole testimony and 
evidence of the experts called by the parties, subject to cross- 
examination by counsel. 

(4). That any person so summoned by a judge, and so serv- 
ing, ang any one whom the trial judge may select to act, and 
who shall act, as an assessor with him in the trial of a cause, 
shall be paid out of the county treasury such compensation as 
the judge may certify him to be entitled to. 








UNVEILING OF THE STATUTE OF RUFUS 
CHOATE. 


The statue of Rufus Choate, in the main corridor of Suffolk 
per Court-house, Pemberton square, Boston, was unveiled 
Oct, ‘ 

Lewis S. Dabney, president of the Bar Association, delivered 
the introductory address. 

The statue was unveiled and presented the city by Benja- 
min D. Hyde, in behalf of the donor, the late G. B. Hyde. 

Mayor Quincy accepted the statue on behalf of the city. 

Hon, Joseph H. Choate of New York city, nephew of the 
famous jurist, delivered the historical address. He said: 

I deem it a very great honor to have been invited by the 
Suffolk Bar Association to take part on this occasion in honor 
of him, who still stands as one of the most brilliant ornaments 
of the American bar in its annals of two centuries. Bearing his 
name and lineage, and owing to him, as I do, more than to 
any other man or men—to his example and inspiration, to his 
sympathy and helping hand—whatever success has attended my 
own professional efforts, I could not refuse the invitation to 
come here to-day to the dedication of this statue, which shall 
stand for centuries to come, and convey to the generations who 
knew him not some idea of the figure and features of Rufus 
Choate. Neither bronze nor marble can do him justice. Not 
Rembrandt himself could reproduce the man as we knew and 
loved him—for until he lay wpon his deathbed he was all ac- 
tion, the “noble, divine, godlike action” of the orator—and the 
still life of art could never really represent: him as he was. 

I am authorized at the outset to express for the surviving 
children of Mr. Choate their deep sense of gratitude to the 
generous donor of this statue of their honored father, and their 
complete appreciation of the sentiment which has inspired the 
city and the court to accept it as a public treasure, and to give 
it a permanent home at the very gates of the temple of justice 
at whose shrine he worshiped. They desire also to express 
publicly on this occasion their admiration of the statue itself 
as a work of art, and a faithful portrait in form and feature 
of the living man as he abides in their loving memory. The 
city of Boston is certainly indebted to Mr. French for his signal 
skill In thus adding a central figure to that group of great 
orators whom its elder citizens once heard with delight—Web- 
ster, Choate, Everett, Mann, Sumner and Garrison. In life they 
divided the sentiments and applause of her people. In death 
they share the honors of her Pantheon. 

It is forty years since he strode these ancient streets with 
his majestic step; forty years since the marvelous music of his 
voice was heard by the living ear; and those of us who, as 
students and youthful disciples, followed his footsteps and 
listened to his eloquence, and almost worshiped his presence, 
whose ideal and idol he was, are already many years older than 
he lived to be; but there must be a few still living, and present 
here to-day, who were in the admiring crowds that hung 
with rapture on his lips—in the courts of justice, in the densely 
packed Assembly, in the Senate, in the Constitutional Conven- 
tion, or in Faneuil Hall consecrated to freedom—and who can 
still recall, among life’s most cherished memories, the tones 
of that matchless voice, that pallid face, illuminated with rare 
inteHigence, the flashing glance of his dark eye, and the light 
of his bewitching smile. But in a decade or two more these 
lingering witnesses of his glory and his triumphs will have 
passed on, and to the next generation he will be but a name, 
and a statue enshrined in fame’s temple, with Cicero and 
Burke, with Otis and Hamilton and Webster, with Pinckney 
and Wirt, whose words and thoughts he loved to study and to 
master. Many a noted orator, many a great lawyer, has been 
lost in oblivion in forty years, after the grave closed over him, 
but I venture to say that the bar of Suffolk, aye, the whole 
bar of America, and the people of Massachusetts, have kept 
the memory of no other man alive and green so long, so vividly 
and so lovingly as that of Rufus Choate. Many of his charac- 
teristic utterances have become proverbial, and the flashes of 
his wit, the play of his fancy and the gorgeous pictures of his 
imagination, are the constant themes of reminiscence wherever 
American lawyers assemble for social converse. What Mr. 





Dana so well said over his bier is still true to-day: ‘When, as 
lawyers, we meet together in tedious hours and seek to enter- 
tain ourselves, we find we do better with anecdotes of Mr. 
Choate than on our own original resources.” The admirable 
biography of Prof. Brown and his arguments, so far as they 
have been preserved, are textbooks in the profession—and so 
the influence of his genius, character and conduct is still potent 
and far reaching in the land. 

You will not expect me, upon such an occasion, to enter 
upon any narrative of his illustrious career, so familiar to 


you all, or to undertake any analysis of those re- 
markable powers which made it possible. All that has 
been done already by many appreciative admirers, and has 


become a part of American literature. I can only attempt, in a 
most imperfect manner, to present a few of the leading traits 
of that marvelous personality, which we hope that this striking 
statue will help to transmit to the students, lawyers and citi- 
zens who, in the coming years, shall throng these portals. How 
it was thar such an exotic genius, so ardent and tropical in ali 
its manifestations, so truly southern and Italian in its impulses, 
and at the same time so robust and sturdy in its strength, 
could have been produced upon the bieak and barren soil of our 
northern cape, and nurtured under the chilling blasts of its 
east winds, is a mystery insolvabie. Truly, “this is the Lord’s 
doing, and it is marvelous in our eyes.” In one of his speeches 
in the Senate, he draws the distinction between “the cool and 
slow New BPngland men and the mercurial children of the sun, 


who sat down side by side in the presence of Washington, to 
form our more perfect Union.” Truly, if ever there was a mer- 
curial child of the sun, it was himself most happily described. 
I am one of those who believe that the stuff that a man is 


made of has more to do with his career than any education 
or environment. The greatness that is achieved or is thrust 
upon some men, dwindles before that of him who is born great. 
His horoscope was propitious. The stars in their courses 
fought for him. The birthmark of genius, distinct and inefface- 
able, was on his brow. He came of a long line of pious and 
devout ancestors, whose living was as plain as their thinking 
was high. It was from father and mother that he derived the 
flame of intellect, the glow of spirit, and the beauty of tempera- 
ment, that were so unique. 

And his nurture to manhood was worthy of the child. It 
was “the nurture and admonition of the Lord.” From that 
rough pine cradle, which is still preserved in the room where 
he was born, to his premature grave, at the age of 59, it was 
one long course of training and discipline of mind and charac- 
ter, without pause or rest. It began with that well-thumbed 
and dog’s-eared Bible from Hog Island, its leaves actually worn 
away by the pious hands that had turned them, read daily 
in the family from January to December, in at Genesis and out 
at Revelation every two years, and when a child was born in 
the household the only celebration, the only festivity, was to 
turn back to the first chapter and read once more how “in the 
beginming God created the heaven and the earth” and all that 
in them is. 

And upon this solid rock of the Scriptures he built a mag- 
nificent structure of knowledge and acquirement, to which few 
men im America have ever attained. History, philosophy, 
poetry, fiction, all came as grist to his mental mill. But with 
him, time was too precious to read any trash; he could winnow 
the wheat from the chaff at sight, almost by touch. He sought 
knowledge, ideas for their own sake, and for the language in 
which they were conveyed. I have heard a most learned jurist 
gloat over the purchase of the last sensational novel, and have 
seen a most distinguished bishop greedily devouring the stories 
of Gaboriau one after another, but Mr. Choate seemed to need 
no such counterirritant or blister to draw the pain from his 
hurt mind. Business, company, family, sickness—nothing could 
rob him of his one hour each day in the company of illustrious. 
writers of all ages. How his whole course of thought was 
tinged and embellished with the reflected light of the great. 
Greek orators, historians and poets; how Roman history, fresh 
in his mind as the events of yesterday, supplied him with illus- 
trations and supports for his own glowing thoughts and argu- 
ments, all of you have have either heard him or read him know. 

His splendid and blazing intellect, fed and enriched by con- 
stant study of the best thoughts of the great minds of the race, 
his all-persuasive eloquence, his teeming and radiant imagina- 
tion, whirling his hearers along with it, and sometimes over- 
powering himself, his brilliant and sportive fancy, lighting up 
the most arid subjects with the glow of sunrise, his prodigious 
and never-failing memory, and his playful wit, always burst- 
ing forth with irresistible impulse, have been the subject of 
scores of essays and criticisms, all struggling with the vain 
effort to describe and crystallize the fascinating and magica) 
charm of his speech and his influence. 


But the occasion and the place remind me that here to-day 
we have chiefly to do with him as the lawyer and the advocate, 
and all that I shall presume very briefly to suggest is what 
this statue will mean to the coming generations of lawyers and 
citizens. 

And first, and far above his splendid talents and his tri- 
umphant eloquence, I would place the character of the man— 
pure, honest, delivered absolutely from all the temptations of 
sordid and mercenary things, aspiring daily to what was higher 
and better, loathing all that was vulgar and of low repute, 
simple as a child, and tender and sympathetic as a woman. 
Bmerson most truly says that character is far above intellect, 
and this man’s character surpassed even his exalted intellect, 
and, controlling all his great endowments, made the consum- 
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mate beauty of his life. I know of no greater tribute ever paid 
to a successful lawyer than that which he received from Chief 
Justice Shaw, himself an august and serene personality, ab- 
solutely familiar with his daily walk and conversation, in his 
account of the effort that was made to induce Mr. Choate to 
give up his active and exhausting practice, and to take the 
place of professor in the Harvard Law School, made vacant 
by the death of Mr. Justice Story, an effort of which the Chief 
Justice, as a member of the corporation of Harvard, was the 
principal promoter. Afier referring to him then, in 1847, as 
“the leader of the bar in every department of forensic elo- 
quence,” and dwelling upon the great advantages which would 
accrue to the school from the profound legal learning which 
he possessed, he said: “In the case of Mr. Choate it was con- 
sidered quite indispensable that he should reside in Cambridge, 
om account of the influence which his genial manners his 
habitual presence, and the force of his character would be 
likely to exert over the young men, drawn from every part of 
the United States to listen to his instructions.” 


What richer tribute could there be ‘to personal and pro- 
fessional worth than such words from such lips? He was the 
fit man to mold the characters of the youth, not of the city 
er the State only, but of the whole nation. So let the statue 
stand, as notice to all who seek to enter here, that the first 
requisite of all true renown in our noble profession—renown 
not for a day or a life only, but for generations—its character. 


Think of a man already walking the giddy heights of as- 
sured success, already a Senator of the United States from 
Massachusetts, or even years afterward, when the end of his 
professional labors was already in sight, schooling himself to 
daily tasks in law, rhetoric, in oratory, seeking always for the 
actual truth, and for the “best language” in which to embody 
it—the “precisely one right word’ by which to utter it—think 
of such a man, with ali his ardent taste for the beautiful in 
every domain of human life, going through the grinding work 
of taking each successive volume of the Massachusetts reports 
as they came out, down to the last year of his practice, and 
making a brief in every case in which he had not been himself 
engaged, with mew researches to see how he might have pre- 
sented it, and thus to keep up with the procession of the law. 
Verily “all things are full of labor; man cannot utter it; the 
eye is not satisfied with seeing, nor the ear filled with hearing.” 


So let no man seek to follow in his footsteps, unless he is 
ready to demonstrate in his own person, that infinite work is 
the only touchtone of the highest standing in the law, and 
that the sluggard and the slothful who enter here must leave 
all hope behind 

Again we hail his statue, which shall stand here as long 
as bronze shall endure, as the fit representative of one who 
was the perfect embodiment of absolute loyalty to his pro- 
fession in the highest and largest and noblest sense; and, if I 
might presume to speak for the whole American bar, I would 
say that, in its universal judgment, he stands in this regard 
pre-eminent, yes, foremost, still. Truly, he did that pious 
homage to the law which Hooker exacted for her from all 
things im heaven and earth, and was governed by that ever- 
present sense of debt and duty to the profession of which Lord 
Bacon spoke. He entered her courts as a high priest, arrayed 
and equipped for the most sacred offices of the temple. He 
belonged to the heroic age of the bar, and, after the retirement 
of Webster, he was chief among its heroes. He was the centre 
of a group of lawyers and advocates, the ablest and the strong- 
est we have known, by whose aid the chief tribunal of this 
ancient commonwealth administered justice so as to give law 
to the whole country. Such tributes as Loring and Curtis and 
Dana lavished upon his grave can never stale nor wither. Each 
one of them had been his constant antagonist in the great 


arena, and each could say with authority: 
—‘experto credite, quantus in clypeum assurgat, quo 
turbine torqueat hastam.”’ 

One after the other, they portrayed in words not to be for- 
gotten his fidelity to the court, to the client and to the law, his 
profound learning, his invincible logic, his rare scholar- 
ship and his persuasive eloquence, his uniform deference 
to the court and to his adversaries—and more and 
better than all these—what those specially interested in his 
memory cherish as a priceless treasure—his marvelous sweet- 
ness of temper, which neither triumph nor defeat nor disease 
eould ruffie—his great and tender and sympathetic heart, which 
made them, and the whole bench and bar, love him in life, and 
love him still. 

His theory of advocacy was the only possible theory con- 
sistent with the sound and wholesome administration of justice, 
that, with all loyalty to truth and honor, he must devote his 
best talents and attainments, all that he was, and all that he 
could, to the support and enforcement of the cause committed 
to his trust. It is right here to repeat the words of Mr. Justice 
Curtis, speaking for himself and for the whole bar, that “great 
injustice would be done to this great and eloquent advocate by 
attributing to him any want of loyalty to truth or any defer- 
ence to wrong, because he employed all his great powers and 
attainments and used to the utmost his consummate skill and 
eloquence, in exhibiting and enforcing the comparative merits 
of one side of the cases in which he acted. In doing so he but 
did his duty. If other people did theirs, the administration of 
justice was secure.” 

His name will ever be identified with trial by jury, the de- 
partment of the profession in which he was absolutely supreme 
He cherished with tenacious affection and interest its origin, 
its history and its great fundamental maxims, that the citizen 











charged with crime shall be presumed innocent until his guilt 
shall be established beyond all reasonable doubt; that no man 
shall be deprived by ‘the law, of property or reputation, until 
his right to retain it is disproved by a clear preponderance of 
evidence, to the satisfaction of all the twelve; that every suitor 
shall be confronted with the proofs by which he shall stand or 
fall, that only after a fair hearing, with the fullest right of 
cross-examination, and the observance of the vital rules of 
evidence, shall he forfeit life, liberty or property, and then 
only by the judgment of his peers. . 

I regard the magnificent argument which he made on the 
judicial tenure in the Constitutional Convention of 1853 as the 
greatest single service which he ever rendered to the profession 
and to the Commonwealth of which he was so proud. You will 
observe, if you read it, that it differs radically in kind, rather 
than in degree, from all his other speeches, arguments and ad- 


Ss. 

Discarding all ornament, restraining with careful guard all 
tendency ‘to flights of rhetoric, in clear and pellucid language, 
plain and unadorned, laying bare the very nerve of his thought, 
as if he were addressing, as no doubt he meant to address and 
convince, not alone his fellow-delegates assembled in the con- 
vention, but the fishermen of Essex, the farmers of Worcester 
and Hampden, and the manufacturers of Berkshire, aye, all 
the men and women of the Commonwealth, of that day and of 
all days to come, he pleads for the continuance of an appointed 
judiciary, and for the judiciary tenure during good behavior, 
as the only safe foundations of justice and of liberty. 

It was on one of the red-letter days of my youth that I 
listened to that maitchless argument, and when it ended, and 
the last echoes of his voice died away as he retired from the 
old hall of the House of Representatives, leaning heavily upon 
the arm of Henry Wilson, all crumpled, disheveled and ex- 
hausted, I said to myself that some virtue had gone out of him 
—indeed, some virtue did go out of him with every great ef- 
fort—but that day it went to dignify and ennoble our profession, 
and to enrich and sustain the very marrow of the Common- 
wealth. If ever again that question should be raised within 
her borders, let that argument be read in every assembly, every 
church and every schoolhouse. Let all the people hear it. It is 
as potent and unanswerable to-day, and will be for centuries 
to come, as it was nearly half a century ago, when it fell from 
his lips. Cling to your ancient system, which has made your 
courts models of jurisprudence to all the world until this hour. 
Cling to it, and freedom shall reign here until] the sunlight 
shall melt this bronze, and justice shall be done in Massachu- 
setts, though the skies fall. 

And now, in conclusion, let me speak of his patriotism. I 
have always believed that Mr. Webster, more than any other 
one man, was entitled to the credit of that grand and universal 
outburst of devotion, with which the whole North sprang to 
arms in defense of the Constitution and the Union, many years 
after his death, when the first shot at Fort Sumter, like a 
firebell in the night, aroused them from their slumbers and 
convinced them that the great citadel of their liberties was 
in actual danger. 

And so, in large measure, it was with Mr. Choate. His 
glowing heart went out to his country with the passionate 
ardor of a lover. He believed that the first duty of the law- 
yer, orator, scholar, was to her. His best thoughts, his noblest 
words, were always for her. Seven of the best years of his 
life, in the Senate and House of Representatives, at the great- 
est personal sacrifice, he gave absolutely to her service. On 
every great question that arose, he made, with infinite study 
and research, one of the great speeches of the debate. He 
commanded the affectionate regard of his fellows and of the 
watchful and listening nation. He was a profound and constant 
student of her history, and revelled in tracing her growth and 
progress from Plymouth Rock and Salem Harbor until she filled 
the Continent from sea to sea. He loved to trace the advance of 
the Puritan spirit, with which he was himself deeply imbued, 
from Winthrop and Endicott and Carver and Standish, through 
all the heroic periods and events of Colonial, and Revolutionary, 
and national life, until, in his own last years, it dominated and 
guided all of free America. He knew full well and displayed in 
his many splendid speeches and addresses, that one unerring 
purpose of freedom and of union ran through her whole his- 
tory; that there was no accident in it all; that all the genera- 
tions from the Mayflower down marched to one measure and 
followed one flag. That all the struggles, all the self sacrifice, 
all the prayers and the tears, all the fear of God, all the soul 
trials, all the yearnings for national life, of more than two 
centuries, had contributed to make the country that he served 
and loved. He, too, preached in season and out of season the 
gospel of nationality. He was the faithful disciple of Webster 
while that great master lived, and after his death he bore aloft 
the same standard and maintained the same cause, Mr. Everett 
spoke nothing more than the truth when he said in Faneuil Hall 
while all the bells were tolling, at the moment when the vessel 
bringing home the dead body of his lifelong friend cast anchor 
in Boston Harbor: “If ever there was a truly disinterested pa- 
triot, Rufus Choate was that man. In his political career there 
was no shade of selfishness. Had he been willing to purchase 
advancement at the price often paid for it, there was never 
a moment, from the time he first made himself felt and 


known, that he could not have commanded anything that any 
party had to bestow. 
honors of success.” 
He foresaw with clear vision that the division of the coun- 
try into geographical parties must end in civil war. What 
he could not see was that there was no other way—that only 


But he desired none of the rewards or 
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by cutting out slavery by the sword, could America secure lib- 

and union, too—but to the last drop of his blood, and 
the last fibre of his being, he prayed and pleaded for the life 
of the nation according to his light. Neither of these great 
patriots lived to see the fearful spectacle which they had so 
eloquently deprecated. But when at last the dread day came, 
and our young heroes marched forth to bleed and die, they car- 
ried in their hearts the lessons which they had taught, and all 
Massachusetts, all New England, from the beginning, marched 
behind them, “following the flag, and keeping step to the music 
of the Union,” as he had bade them, and so I say, let us award 
to them both their due share of the glory. 

Thus to-day we consign this noble statue to the keeping of 
posterity, to remind them of “the patriot, jurist, orator, scholar, 
fe ig and friend,”” whom we are proud to have known and 
lov 








UNIFORM STATE LAWS. 





By Lyman D. Brewster, of Danbury, Conn., before the Ameri- 
can Bar Association, 1898. 

The movement toward uniform State laws is no stranger to 
the American Bar Association, Legislative uniformity is one 
of the avowed objects of its constitution. The first object 
stated in the original call for a meeting “to form an American 
Bar Association,” is “to assimilate the laws of the different 
States.” 

In the formation of commissions in the different States, your 
committee on that subject was an early, and effective, worker. 
The yearly reports of your committee, announcing the gradual 
increase vf commissions, and the nature, and partial adoption 
of their recommendations, the holding of the annual meetings 
of the Conference of Commissioners at the same place, and on 
the same week with the annual meetings of this association, 
and the aid given to the commissions by your resolutions, and 
local councils, indicate the lines of intimate and helpful co-op- 
eration. In fact, the American Bar Association has been the 
generous godfather of the Conference of Commissioners on 
Uniform State Laws, and the main object of the present paper 
is, if I may borrow a phrase from the Law Merchant, to nego- 
tiate a further draft on the paternal generosity. 

It would be a waste of time to attempt here, and now, to 
repeat the many, and obvious, reasons, set forth in the report of 
your committee in 1891, and in other papers, some read before 
you, from time to time, calling for greater uniformity, on mat- 
ters of common interest, alike to all the States. There are 
few lawyers who have not experienced the annoyance and 
inconvenience of variant State laws. There are few jurists 
who, when considering the anomalies growing out of such vari- 
ance, and of our dual system of national and State laws, have 
not deprecated the divergencies, and confusion thereby occa- 
sioned, Nor is it needful to re-state the gradual growth of the 
Conference of Commissioners, which to-day represents more 
than half the States, and more than two-thirds (forty-eight 
millions) of the population of the Union. 

The national unity which in 1891 your committee thought 
necessitated and demanded greater legal unity, has been reknit 
by a thousand ties of interstate relations, and the old fraternal 
bands of union have been welded still closer in the white heat 
of war. Science and invention, steam and electricity know 
nothing of State boundaries. Trade and commerce, education 
and enterprise fuse the whole country in common interests, that 
need the kindly guardianship of uniform laws. Custom is a 
powerful element in the formation and interpretation of the 
law—(although in my judgment not quite as controlling as a 
recent school of jurisprudence claims for it)—and custom, from 
one end of the country to the other, is plainly growing more 
and more uniform. The strong tendency toward urban life, 
the centralization and consolidation of all the methods of inter- 
state commerce, and business intercourse of every kind, the 
common use of new inventions, and the adoption of common 
fashions, all unite to wipe away the provisional differences of 
former days. 

On the other hand, the fecundity of legislation constantly 
creating new differences—the fact that many States have al- 
ready adopted separate codes, perpetuating local differences— 
and the fact that courts of last resort, in the larger States, now 
rarely cite decisions from the other States, as they did a gen- 
eration ago, all tend to prevent the approach of unity, which 
the existence of the common law might be supposed to foster. 

For the first few years after its organization the action of 
the Conference of Commissioners was confined to the recom- 
mendation of forms for written instruments of title, a standard 
of weights and measures, the legalization of foreign wills, and 
the abolition of days of grace. Until a majority of the States, 
and those from all sections of the country, had joined in the 
movement it was useless to recommend uniform laws, except 
upon the simplest matters, and matters of whose utility there 
could be no possible question. Otherwise, they would lack in 
their inception that mutual comparison and intimate knowledge 
of local laws and usage which the whole enterprise assumed as 
essential prerequisites to their formulation and adoption. 

In 1896, however, more than half the States having then 
appointed Commissioners, the conference recommended an act 
entitled “A General Act relating to Negotiable Instruments,” 
which had been drafted by Mr. Crawford, of the New York 
bar, and carefully revised by the Commissioners. Since that 
time there has been but one session of the legislatures, in 





most of the States, and the act has been already adopted by 
the States of New York, Connecticut, Florida, Colorado, Mary- 
land, Virginia and Massachusetts, and been favorably reported 
In both branches of Congress, for the District ef Columbia, and 
passed unanimously in the House of Representatives. 

As this law, in its original shape, was the first important 
attempt in England to codify branches of commercial law, 
now followed by other English statutes thereon, and as its 
adoption, or rejection, by the differant States will have to be 
taken as a fair test of the interesting question, as to how far 
the State Legislatures will adopt the work of the conference— 
as it serves to illustrate many of the conditions and problems 
of uniformity—and above all, as, I believe, it is a good measure, 
and one that thoroughly deserves your aid and suffrage to 
insure its success and general adoption, I may be pardoned 
for spending a few moments on its history and quality. 
Especially is a discussion of this act pertinent, with reference 
to the question of partial codification, of which it supplies a 
notable example, lesson and test. 

In fact, most of the recommendations of the conference, up 
to 1895, have been so fully discussed by its secretary, Mr. 
Stimson, in a paper on “Uniform State Legislation,” read be- 
fore the American Academy of Political and Social Science in 
1895, that | may well confine my observations in regard to the 
laws, so far proposed by the Commissioners, to the only im- 
portant act added since 1895, the Negotiable Instrumerts Act, 
which has practically monopolized the efforts of the conference 
for the past two years. 

The importance to the commercial world of uniformity in 
the law relating to bills and notes is apparent when we re- 
member how large a per cent. of the business of the country 
is carried on by means of commercial paper, which in the hands 
of a bona fide holder has, so to speak, the quality of money, 
making, In fact, a flexible paper currency. 

First as to the history of this act: 

In 1878 Judge Chalmers published a digest of the law relating 
to bills of exchange. Thorough and complete, it was the first 
important step toward the codification of commereial law, in 
Great Britain. In form it was modeled after the Indian codes, 
and the successful works of Sir James Stephen on the law of 
evidence, and Frederick Pollock on the law of partnership. 

Judge Chalmers’ book was so timely and so well received 
by the bar that a new edition was necessary, and this was 


published in 1881. Subsequent editions followed. In preparing 
his work, Judge Chalmers read through the decisions of some 
two thousand five hundred cases, beginning with the first re- 
ported ise in 1603. On some points, on which there was a 
dearth of authority, he states that he had recourse to Ameri- 
can decisions, and to inquiry as to the usages among bankers 
and merchants. Two years after the publication of his digest 
he read a paper on the question of codifying the law of ne- 
gotiable instruments before the Institute of Bankers. Realizing 
the advantages of a code to the mercantile community, the In- 


stitute of Bankers and the Associated Chambers of Commerce 
instructed him to prepare a bill on the subject. The bill was 


introduced into Parliament in 1881 by Sir John Lubbock, the 
president of the institute. After it had been read a second 
time in the Commons it was referred to a strong select com- 
mittee of merchants, bankers and lawyers, with Lord Herschell 
as chairman. A few amendments were made in the law, when 
the committee was unanimous in their favor, but no amend- 
ments were pressed on which there was a difference of opinion. 
Lord Herschell reported the bill to the House, and it was read a 
third time and sent up to the Lords without alteration. In ‘the 
House of Lords it was again referred to a select committee, 
and a few amendments were then inserted. These were agreed 
to by the Commons. The bill was passed without opposition, 
and beame a law August 18, 1882. 


As already stated, the Bills of Exchange Act, as it was 
called, was the first important enactment of any branch of the 
common law which had found its way into the English 
Statute Book. It was a practical enactment into law of Judge 
Chalmers’ digest. For the most part, the propositions of the 
act were taken, word for word, from the propositions of the 


digest Its chief feature was that it left the existing law 
mostly as it found it. No material changes were made exrept 
to reconcile conflicting cases. It was a codification of existing 
law. The Bills of Exchange Act has now been the law of 
Great Britain for sixteen years, and has been adopted by all 


of its self-governing colonies. The testimony has been all one 
way in regard to its worth and efficiency. Merchants and 
bankers say that it is a great advantage to them to have 
the whole of the general principles of the law of bills, notes 
and checks contained in a single act of one hundred sections. 
As regards particular cases which have arisen, it has been 
seldom necessary to go beyond the act itself, and has given 
rise to very few questions requiring decisions by the courts. 


Lord Chancellor Herschell has spoken in terms of highest praise 
in regard to the operation and utility of the act. A similar 
code for this country, he said, would be a boon for the com- 
mercial community of both countries. 


At the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform 
State Laws, held in Detroit in 1895, a resolution was passed 
requesting the Committee on Commercial Law to procure, as 
soon as practicable, a draft of a bill relating to commercia! 
paper, based on the English statute, to send printed copies of 
the draft to each member of the conference for revision, anc 
report it to the conference for final action, before submitting 
it for passage. Subsequently to the adjournment of the De- 
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troit Conference, the Committee on Commercial Law met, and 
appointed a sub-committee of three to carry out the instructions 
of the resolutions. The services of Mr. John J. Crawford, of 
the New York bar, who had made a specialty of the subject of 
commercial paper, were secured to draft the proposed bill. He 
completed the first draft in December, 1895. Mr. Crawford’s 
work was done with great skill and care, and the sub-com- 
mittee found it necessary to make but few changes when the 
draft was submitted to them. Mr. Crawford annotated every 
section, with reference to the decisions of the courts, the com- 
ments of the writers of text books, and the statute laws of 
the different States. Copies of the bill, as revised by the sub- 
committee, were sent to the Commissioners for examination and 
criticism. Copies were also sent to others, who were specially 
qualified to criticise the draft for suggestions. Mr. Crawford's 
draft was printed along with the English bill for comparison. 
The bill, as finally recommended by the committee, was sub- 
mitted to the Conference at its meeting at Saratoga in August, 
1896. With the aid of the criticisms and suggestions that had 
been received from others, and of the discussion of the Com- 
missioners of the severai States, the act was finally revised and 
passed by the whole conference. The Commissioners in confer- 
ence spent three days in the wonk of final revision, going 
through the act carefully, section by section, and discussing 
each. provision. 

The resolution under which the sub-committee acted directed 
that the bill should be based upon the English Bills of Ex- 
change Act, and on such sources of information as the com- 
mittee might deem proper to consult. The sub-committee did not 
understand that this meant that the form of the English 
statute should be followed closely, but left the matter of form 
entirely to the judgment of the draftsman. The framers of the 
English act had followed the form of the Continental codes, 
especially the French Commercial Code, and the German Bills of 
Exchange Act; that is to say, they dealt primarily with bills of 
exchange, and then applied those provisions, so far as they 
were applicable, to promissory notes, adding provisions which 
were peculiar to the latter class of instruments. The draftsman 
of the American act deemed this form unsuitable to American 
conditions, where the use of bills of exchange is not so extensive 
as it is in Europe, and where most of the cases relate to other 
kind of negotiable instruments; and he adopted a form of his 
own, which grouped together the provisions applicable to all 
kinds of negotiable instruments, and then collected, under sep- 
arate articles, the provisions specially affecting the different 
classes. 

Besides meeting more nearly American conditions, this 
arrangement is more logical and scientific and less likely to 
cause confusion. For example, the English Bills of Exchange 
Act (Section 89) provides that “subject to the provisions in 
this part, and except as by this section provided, the provisions 
of this act relating to bills of exchange apply, with the neces- 
sary modifications, to promissory notes.” This is far from 
exact, and leaves room for uncertainty. The arrangement 
adopted in the American act enabled Mr. Crawford to avoid 
using any such indefinite statements. This departure from the 
Continental form, together with the introduction of many state- 
ments of the law based entirely upon the American cases, re- 
quired a considerable divergence from the English act, and 
perhaps the resemblance between the English and American 
statutes is not so great as between the English statute and the 
German Bills of Exchange Act. But, notwithstanding this, 
the American law has received most favorable comment from 
those who assisted in preparing the English act. For example, 
Mr. Arthur Cohen, Q. C., who was one of the committee to 
frame the English act, wrote to me as follows: “In my opinion 
the language of your bill is singularly felicitous; it is more 
clear, concise, less stiff and artificial than that of our Bills of 
Exchange Act, and in this respect (one by no means unimpor- 
tant) your draft is an improvement to our act.” 

While Mr. Crawford has made use of the English act and 
Continental codes, so far as they served his purpose, he has 
been especially careful to state the law as it has been laid down 
in the American cases; and it may be safely said that there is 
not an important provision in the act which is not supported 
by some well considered decision of an American court of 
high authority or by some American statute, which has been 
tested and proved by experience. It is an American rather 
than an “Americanized” act on negotiable instruments. 

Where the decisions of the State courts were conflicting, the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States were fol- 
lowed when any changes were made from the language of 
the English bill. Care has been taken to preserve, as far as 
possible, the use of words which have had repeated construc- 
tion by the courts, and have become recognized terms in the 
Law Merchant. 

Perhaps no better testimony could be offered as to the need 
of such a code in this country, and the utility of its English 
original, than that given by the author of the latest extensive 


treatise on commercial paper, published by Mr. Randolph, of 
New Jersey, in 1888. His work consists of three large vol- 
umes, containing two thousand, nine hundred and eighty-two 


pages, citing, of course, many thousands of cases. This can- 
did author, in his preface, after speaking of the great work of 
Mr, Chalmers in drafting the English act of 1882, and stating 
what good service an American lawyer would render to his 
brethren of the American bar (and he might have added to 
the American people), who did a like service here, says: “In 
the meantime, while our overworked profession waits for a 
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brief and precise statement of simple and almost universal law 
—while Cicero and the later prophets fail, and it is still 
‘alia lex Romae, alia Athenis,’ and while American legisla- 
tures give us a yearly supplement of a dozen laws, and our 
courts add five hundred varying decisions on the old and fin- 
ished subject of commercial paper, a new compilation may be 
welcomed as a service to the bar.” 

In other words, Mr. Randolph candidly admits that a large 
portion of his elaborate treatise would be unnecessay, if we 
adopted a revised code on negotiable instruments, following the 
English original. 

Of this American act, Professor Huffcut, in his work on 
negotiable instruments, published in February, 1898, says: “It 
presents the best statement available of the resuits of the 
English and American judicial decisions.” But it is needless 
to quote encomiums on the bill. It speaks for itself. I do not 
know of a better statute to be found anywhere. 


If the size of the Negotiable Instruments Act should preju- 
dice any of our conservative brethren who do not relish the 
thought of codification in any shape or size, it may be stated 
that none of the ordinary objections to a code apply in this 
case. First, the American statutes, which this code of thirty- 
six pages supersedes, would fill a large volume. In fact, this 
code, if adopted, reduces the pre-existing statutory law on the 
subject by hundreds of pages. Secondly, while separate and 
distinct codes in each State might well perpetuate differences, 
a code adopted by all the States, of course, so far removes all 
differences. Thirdly, it is practically a statement of existing 
law, and not an attempt to state what the law should be. 
Fourthly, it is the work of many jurists and lawyers of ex- 
perience on both sides of the Atlantic, and so avoids the 
serious objection to most codes, whether long or short, in that 
they are the products of one mind, or of very few minds, when 
it would seem, from the very nature of the case, that a wis= 
code would need the wisdom of many men to frame it. Fifthly, 
it has stood the test of sixteen years’ successful experience as 
a working law. But allow me, on this code aspect of the ques- 
tion, to call a witness to the stand of the most disinterested 
character. 

A member of the New York bar, Mr. R. F. Clarke, has 
recently published a learned and elaborate book entitled “The 
Science of Law and Law-Making,” the upshot of which is 
that the law ought to be evolved by the judges, and not en- 
acted by the legislatures. In fact, it is the most elaborate 
argument against codification which it has been my fortune to 
read. Into the great question of general codification, which the 
learned author discusses with a keeness of logic and stress of 
special pleading that would not discredit the a priori specula- 
tions of the school men of the Middle Ages, I have no desire, 
at this time, to enter, believing the whole subject, like most 
practical matters in politics, finance and law, to be best solved 
by experiment and experience, and that the real truth on this 
topic, the wise solution of the problem, lies between the ex- 
tremes and in partial codification. It is, at least in England, 
no longer a question of everything codified, or nothing codified, 
but as to what branches of law can be best codified. 

But one conclusion to which this author arrives is useful 
for my present purpose. The author of this ingenious treatise, 
the most trenchant of the opponents of codes, finally says that 
so far as commercial law deals with arbitrary rules of business 
and matters of pure convenience, it may well be put in statutory 
form; and he evidently includes the law of negotiable instru- 
ments in that category. I may, therefore, safely assume that 
it is practically agreed, on all hands, that there is nothing in 
“The Science of Law and Law Making’’ which forbids uni- 
form statutes in commercial matters of common interest, even 
if they rise to the dignity of partial codification. If the latest 
and most extreme opponent of general codification admits the 
propriety and utility of a code on negotiable instruments, it can 
hardly be opposed elsewhere, with the objection that it takes on 
the proportions of a code. May I be permitted to add, how- 
ever, that when the author of “The Science of Law and Law 
Making” cites the account given in Genesis of our first parents 
in the Garden of Eden, as a code, one wonders what in the 
world his definition of a code will not include; and whether, 
in fact, under that definition Milton's “Paradise Lost” would 
not be a very finished specimen of a code? It is curious to 
note, also, that while Professor Norton Pomeroy, and many 
other law writers, regard codes as the natura! evolution of case 
law, Mr. Clarke holds directly to the contrary. 

But this admission of the learned author just referred to 
is considerably qualified by the demand that an express provi- 
sion should be added that “when equities intervene, the reason 
of the rule must still be the fundamental guide to the court.” 
He seems to think that the proviso in the Negotiable Instru- 
ment Act, that “The Law Merchant shall govern in all cases 
not provided in the act” is not enough. As to this point, it is 
proper to observe that when the English Bills of Exchange 
Act first came up for discussion in the courts (and it has come 
up but rarely), it seems to have been assumed that it made no 
changes at all in the former law, and that instead of a rigid 
grammatical construction, its sole interpretation was to be 
found in the decided cases. And in the case of Bank of England 
vs. Vagliano, L. R. 1891, Appeal Cases, page 144, Lord Herschel 
had to insist vigorously that, in some instances at least, the act 
had really changed pre-existing laws, and that in such instanc?s 
the plain language of the act must be followed. In fact, the 


English decisions on the Bills of Exchange Act seem to justify 
the belief that the law is receiving rational treatment at the 
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hands of the court, and that its American cousin will not be 
likely to be put in a strait-jacket. 

The true test of this strait-jacket theory, which is, in fact, 
the substance of the whole opposition to putting the law in 
statutory shape, i. e., that a statute or code has a fixedness of 
form, and an inexorable conclusiveness in its effect, that pre- 
vents the flexible adaptation of the principle enunciated to 
particular cases as they arise, is to look at the actual working 
of statutes and codes in common law jurisdictions. So far as 
I have been able to judge or to learn of those practicing under 
the codes in those jurisdictions, with the possible exception of 
one, Which was enveloped in four codes at once, this lack of 
elasticity is not apparent. 


But if there is that lack of equity or adaptibility in statu- 
tory construction, and the danger apprehended by the author 
of the “Science of Law and Law Making” is real, and not 
fanciful, he has suggested a very easy remedy, and that is to 
annex to every uniform law, proposed in the form of a code, 
the following proposition: 

“When equities intervene, the-reason of the law shall guide 
the court in all cases.” 

So far, however, our conference has had no reason to dis- 
cuss, much less to decide, how far on other matters it must 
resort to partial codification of any sort. The whole matter 
of uniformity is, really, not at all a question as to the very 
nice line of demarcation between what is properly the work of 
the judges and what is properly the work of the legislators. 
The legislatures have already settled that business by legislating 
freely on every topic possibly involved in any attempt at uni- 
form State laws. 

In looking about to see what is the most feasible way of 
avoiding the annoyance of conflicting laws in sister States on 
any subject, it is evident that the only way to harmonize scores 
of conflicting statutes is by making a uniform statute on that 
subject. And in harmonizing such statutes, if there are also 
conflicting case law decisions on that subject, it would seem the 
dictate of common sense to reconcile the common law variances 
at the same time. 

The act on negotiable instruments was adopted, as already 
suggested, simply because it appeared to be the most feasible 
and useful the conference could present, and one that would 
commend itself at once to the legal profession, and the business 
mind of the country. To any foreboding member of our pro- 
fession who labors under the impression that law put in statu- 
tory form will supersede the necessity for any further case law 
on that topic, it may be consoling to refer to the fact that about 
one-fourth of the last number of the Massachusetts Reports 
that has come to me this year is devoted to the interpretation 
of her excellent statutes. 

Seriously, however, it is not plain that case law is the inev- 
itable complement of all law—certainly in all English-speaking 
countries—that scattered and unsystematic statute law will 
be followed by more case-law than would a good code on the 
same subject, and followed by case law far less harmonious 
and consistent—in fine, that the better the code, the less case 
law, and the better case law there will be to construe and ap- 
ply it? 

In speaking of the decided advantage the Conference of 
Commissioners has in following, if found advisable, the action 
of the mother country in digesting branches of commercial 
law with a clear and systematic statement of their established 
principles, it should always be remembered that, in the nature 
of the case, there is much more need of this sort of codification 
here than in England. In Great Britain there is but one court 
of final resort. Conflicting opinions there mostly arise in 
points not carried to that court. In our country there are 
fifty courts of final resort, and how widely they sometimes differ 
in the result of their discovery of what is supposed to be the 
common law on the same state of acts, the conflicting decisions 
of each Annual Digest of over 3,000 pages of marginal notes 
fully attest. 

My own opinion is that uniformity, on any subject, to be of 
any permanent value, must generally be through partial codi- 
fication, that is, putting into statutory shape the whole law on 
the particular subject sought to be unified. Tinkering, I sus- 
pect, will not do. The tinker, although in old times a useful, 
if humble, member of the community, had a rather unenviable 
reputation, chiefly, I suppose, on account of the lack of per- 
manency in his patch-work. The “soft soder’’ of his remedial 
procedure, in fact, became a term of reproach. But the tinkering 
of the law has much worse effects than those of transiency. The 
Sacred Record which proclaimed the profoundest of reforma- 
tions tell us, with Socratic simplicity, the effect of putting 
new wine into old bottles. If two States, having different 
statutory laws on the same subject, each tries to yield a little, 
and compromise on a tertium quid—a slight modification of 
each law—the effect is apt to be much like the compromise 
ridiculed by President Lincoln, when he told some would-be 
compromisers about the two railroads, one with a five feet and 
the other with a four feet gauge, that had come within ten 
miles of connection. These, gravely continued the President, 
were by mutual concession to be connected by a compromise 
gauge of four feet and a half. The attempted unity produces 
a more vexatious diversity. Then, too, the real problem hard- 
est to be solved is how to induce the acceptance, by the States, 
of any measures proposed by the conference. Now, when a 
legislature is presented with a uniform law that is itself a 
model statute, complete and thorough, and covering the par- 
ticular branch of the law treated, that legislation is induced by 





a double argument, a better law for the State itself, as well as 
a law creating uniformity with the law of sister States. The 
quality and worth of a statute, in other words, will always be 
the chief inducement to its consideration and adoption. 

If in any future measures the conference is inclined to 
follow the example of the mother country in partially codi- 
fying other branches of commercial law to secure uniformity 
(and a law on sales is now being prepared by Mr. Leonard A. 
Jones, of Boston), let me file a caveat against any prejudice 
against any such measures, because they, to some extent, 
codify the law. It is more than desirable, it is necessary, that 
the uniform laws prepared for adoption should be, and 
be recognized to be, in the line of the soundest and most ad- 
vanced jurisprudence. What that line is, as to commercial law, 
is tersely expressed by Mr. J. D. Wilson in an article in the 
eighth volume of the “Judicial Review’’ (1896), which seems to 
state the consensus of the best English opinion on the subject, 
so far as I can learn, and I have taken some pains to ascertain 
it. I do this, not to suggest that an unpaid body of commis- 
sioners would or could undertake any work of general codifica- 
tion, such as he advocates, but to show that the putting into 
statutory shape of certain branches of the law, as advocated by 
Judges Miller and Dillon and by this association in this 
country, follows the best legal thought in the old country, 
where it may fairly be assumed the effect of partial codifica- 
tion on the development of the common law would be ap- 
preciated, if anywhere. 

Mr. Wilson says: 

“The conception of a code, in its modern sense, that is, of 
the enactment that shall contain the whole law upon some one 
subject, so far as it is worked, or thought out, is comparatively 
recent. * * * * The idea now holds the field in the entire 
civilized world. The collective wisdom of the State can lay 
down general rules for decisions, to which it is better to trust 
that to the discretion of any individuals, however, eminent, or 
impartial. Accordingly, no one now disputes that so far as prac- 
ticable all law must be written down.” 

Of course, the last assertion quoted should be modified so 
far as this country is included. The pioneer attempt in the 
State of New York to codify everything at once, and to codify 
procedure, to the minutest detail, has naturally led to a local 
opposition to all codification, and this opposition is shared, to 
some extent, by the few States which still retain the old, common 
law procedure. But the fact remains that the bench and bar 
of England not only approve of, but are helping to adopt par- 
tial codification, and the legislatures of this country are doing 
it more and more every year, with the approval of the jurists 
and judges. 

As for any attempt, however philosophical, to lay down hard 
and fast lines as to just where statute law shall go, and no 
farther, a free people, in my judgment, will never give up, as 
long as they are free, the right to make their own laws on any 
subject. Nor will they allow any judges, however wise and 
*good, to monopolize that right in any branch of the law. 

Then again, it should be remembered that a good code on 
any branch of the law, especially commercial law, in addition 


to greater brevity and certainty, does two things of supreme 
importance. First, it harmonizes all conflicting law on the 
subject, and secondly, it makes the law more accessible and 
more intelligible to the people who desire to know it. These 


two advantages go far to outweigh all the objections urged 
against partial codification. 


Case law has always evolved more or less of codified law 
and it is a natural, or at least historical, evolution. 

The difficulty of inducing legislation simply for the sake of 
uniformity, is only too manifest. Legislators, as a body, do 
not hold sessions for the general improvement of interstate 
jurisprudence, or to improve the science of law as such. They 
hardly consider themselves elected for that purpose. They 
represent distinct parties, and material interests, with definite 
and local aims, and while on the judiciary committees are to 
be found able lawyers, and skillful draftsmen, and men who 
are actuated by the highest motives to accomplish good work, 
for their profession, and the people, the time of such men is 
apt to be exhaustively occupied with the local and routine 
work of the session. Once in ten, or fifteen years, most of the 


States revise, or make new compilations of their statute law. 
The revisers are not expected to add new work, but to condense 
and arrange existing statutes. And just after a new revision 
there is a natural feeling against interfering with the perfected 
work. 

Then, too, there is a great deal of State pride, often very 
laudable, in holding on to the traditionary law of the state. 
That State pride regards uniformity, in general, a good deal as 
did Chief Justice Doe of New Hampshire, who was addressed 


by your committee, and asked if in his view more uniformity 
was not desirable. He replied, “Yes, indeed, quite so, and I 
can tell you how it ought to be brought about, in a very sim- 
ple way. Our New Hampshire laws are about as good as can 
be found anywhere. There are none better. Just let all the 


other States copy our New Hampshire laws and the thing is 
done.” 

Then. again, the proposals for uniformity, by new statutes, 
are met with the natural argument, that there is already too 
much legislation, and with the mistaken assumption that the 
measures proposed for uniformity will but increase the grow- 
ing mass. To remove these ostensible objections, and demon- 
strate the utility of uniformity, the Conference of Commis- 
sioners needs the aid of every business association, and every 
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bar association in the Union. It is especially on the influence 
of the latter that we must rely for the creation of a right public 
sentiment on this subject. 

The members of the bar, from the nature of the case, best 
know the annoyance and inconvenience of variant and con- 
flicting business laws, in the same business community; and 
the whole country is now one business community. The 
approval and cordial advocacy of uniform law measures, by 
the various bar associations, would be equivalent to their 
adoption. If the bar is neutral or indifferent, its indifference 
will be naturally taken as evidence that they do not think the 
work is worth doing. 

But to you, gentlemen of the American Bar Association, 
~who are fully pledged to this enterprise, these suggestions are 
almost impertinent. You realize that a few wise, and well 
digested laws, once adopted generally, will do more to bring 
about uniformity on all matters in -which, and when, it is 
desirable and practicable, than all the theories in the world. 
Whatever works for unity, certainty and universality in the 
law, works for justce and equality before the law, and how- 
ever slow and difficult in d4ts initiation, is sure to win, when 
its salutary operations can be demonstrated. 

I have assumed in the foregoing discussion, that you gentle- 
amen fully realize that the present movement in regard to 
uniform State laws, so far as the Conference of Commis- 
sioners is concerned, is limited and tentative. The subjects 
on which the Commissioners are called to act under the statutes 
creating them are few. The acts so far proposed are still fewer 
and none of them novel. The proposed act on deeds, recom- 
mended by the conference was, some years ago, substantially 
adopted and recommended by this association. The proposed 
short sections on wills and days of grace had already been 
Passed, in several States; before their recommendation by the 
Conference. If any of the half dozen measures proposed meet 
with general acceptance and adoption—if their utility is demon- 
strated by experience—the question as to how far further at- 
tempts on other subjects would be feasible and by what means 
accomplished, whether nationally or state-wise, can be more 
easily determined. Time will also show whether the spirit that 
creates uniformity on any subject, will avail to preserve that 
uniformity. I know of no body of men more competent to ad- 
vise on all these problems than the members of the American 
Bar Association. If the Conference of Commissioners is wrong 
in its methods or proposals, or if the whole attempt is impractic- 
able and visionary, you are the men to give the judgment and 
the warning. That you have faith that some tangible good may 
be accomplished your continued co-operation gives assurance. 

But as to the value of uniformity itself, outside of any par- 
ticular method or methods, to attain it, may I suggest a 
thought as to the tendency of uniformity in its higher and 
broader sense. I mean that ideal unity of which uniformity 
is but the outward garb of expression—that unity in diversity 


which our national motto proclaims, and which should bind - 


together all the States comprising the one nation—that unity 
of spirit which is the real basis of all true liberty, equality and 
fraternity. 

As our Federal Constitution and Federal laws express the 
unity of the people of the United States, so, doubtless, do they 
in turn, tend to preserve the sentiment of unity among the peo- 
ple. But the Federal laws treat only of Federal matters. They 
hardly touch the edge of that vast body of municipal law, by 
whose rules society governs its action. It follows, inevitably, 
that the voluntary unification of the laws of the various com- 
monwealths, on matters of common interest, would work for 
mational unity no less than the laws of the National Congress. 


Improved facliities in business intercourse, unshackled trade 
between the States, greater certainty in interstate contracts, 
less uncertainty and delay in interstate litigation, mutuality of 
rights and citizenship, without regard to State lines, protection 
of the integrity of the family from external assaults—these 
comities, amities and conveniences (shall I say moralities?) of 
good neighborhood are evidently desirable things in themselves. 
Are they not objects also worthy of attainment, in that they 
tend to cultivate and develop that oneness of spirit, that “like- 
mindedness,” which alone makes an “indestructible union of in- 
destructible states?” 

Therefore I congratulate you, gentlemen, on your cordial co- 
operation in this work. I congratulate you, because of the 
practical usefulness of the measures proposed. I congratulate 
you because this attempt toward uniformity looks to the sym- 
metry and perfection of that law whose ministers you are. 
These, indeed, are objects worthy of your best endeavors. But I 
congratulate you more on your participation in this enterprise 
because it carries with it a supreme satisfaction—the hope that 
its final results may, in the fruition of time, be serviceable to 
our common country in aiding to preserve her two grandest 
possessions—freedom and union. 








“ PASSAGES” IN THE LIFE OF A LAWYER. 
By Charles Leviticus (R. S. G.)—Founded on Fact—Dialogue 
Between a Lawyer and His Client. 





SCENE.—Evening. Place—New York City. A solid and de- 


termined looking business man sitting in a ladies’ parlor in a 
georgeous mansion up town, furnised in a luxurious and tasteful 
manner and bountifully supplied with the highest type of paint- 
ings and statuary, showing extraordinary culture and refine- 








ment without displaying the vulgar taste of a small gallery ef 
art, which one is instantly reminded of in visiting some of the 
weatlhy but less cultivated denizens of modern New York. 

(Enter—A middle aged lady, attired in dark dress, her man- 
ner and bearing manifesting not only high culture and refine- 
ment added to superior natural mental endowments, but show- 
ing frequent association with the most caltured and renowned 
men and women in Europe and America.) 

After the usual formal courtesies of the evening—— 

Lawyer—I presume, madam, you received a few days ago 
a note from me with my bill inclosed? 

Client (lady)—I did. Were you not surprised in not hearing 
from me in relation to it? 

Lawyer—Not particularly, as I have been absent from the 
city ever since. 

Client (in a quiet, ladylike manner)—I was surprised at the 
amount of it. I did not suppose it would be as many hundred 
dollars as you have charged thousands of dollars. 

L.—Five thousand dollars, madam, is a small charge for my 
services in your case. Ten thousand dollars would have been 
a proper charge, and many lawyers would have asked even 
more than that. The amount involved in the litigation was 
nearly three hundred thousand dollars. 

C.—The amount involved has nothing to do with your 
charges. You are to be paid according to your services, and 
they were not worth over five hundred dollars. 

L.—But, madam, you are not a proper judge of the value 
of legal services in such a case—you do not even know what 
they all were, and they cannot be all explained and therefore 
none but a lawyer can know what they were worth. 

C.—You spent very little time in it. 

L.—The time which you have a personal knowledge of my 
spending in it is but a trifle compared with the time that it 
occupied by attention. 

C.—The trial only took two weeks—— 

L.—The writ was pending nearly three years. It was am 
equity case, and, besides important questions of law to be dis- 
posed of by the judge, there were issues of fact which were to 
be left to a jury to decide. If either judge or jury decided 
against us we would be defeated. The jury did not agree om 
the trial as to the facts and the judge did not decide the ques- 
tions of law, and therefore the case had to be tried a second 
time. 

C.—It was a plain case; the judge must decide according to 
law, and the jury could see at once that Z.’s (the defendant’s) 
witnesses were swearing false, and if some of the jury had not 
been bribed or particular friends of Z.’s they certainly would 
have decided against him. 

L.—On the trial the undisputed facts which appeared 
showed that as a question of law you could not probably re- 
cover more than one-half of your claim, and therefore, after a 
proposition from the defendant as to a compromise, we con- 
cluded that in order to terminate a prospective lengthy and 
expensive litigation that we would take one-half of the claim. 
The case would have been taken to the Court of Appeals by the 
unsuccessful party, and that would have taken years; and then 
perhaps a new trial would have been ordered, we should have 
to try the case over again, and then perhaps again go to the 
Court of Appeals. 

C.—It is unnecessary to talk about that, because we com- 
promised and the matter is ended. 

L.—But I want to show you the advantage and profits you 
have gained in the case. 

C.—I was entitled to it. 

L.—There was great doubt about your being able to prove 
that you were entiled to it under the law. 

C.—It seems as if the law is made to shield rogues. Z.’s 
lawyers knew he had no case, but he was determined to keep 
the property from me if he could. 

L.—My bill for my services is the same amount as the de- 
fendant’s lawyers were paid, while my services were much 
more. 

C.—Because the defendant’s lawyers were paid a heavy bill 
is no reason why I should pay your bill. His lawyers amount 
to nothing; they are very conceited. 

L.—Their services were worth what they were paid; any 
lawyer or judge will tell you so. 

C. (composedly)—They are all a conceited set. 

L.—The amount which you say my services are worth would 
scarcely pay my office expenses during the time I was actually 
engaged in your case. 

C.—You must have an office. 

L.—Only for the purpose of doing business. 

C.—Your office expenses must be very heavy, then, at that 
rate. Practicing law must be a money making business. 


L.—Lawyers must get pay for their services like other 
branches of business—it is not a benevolent institution for the 
protection of the rights of persons at the lawyers’ expense. 

C.—I will never pay your bill—it took so little time in my 
case. 

L.—You remember you first called on me, and after that I 
called at your residence for several evenings and ascertained 
what you could tell me about the case, and made memoranda 
and examined the law and then drew up a complaint, which 
took considerable time. 


C.—It seems to me that that need not take much time—a 
lawyer can write so fast—it only made about a dozen sheets of 
paper, and as for the evening calls they could not amount 
to much; they were little evening chats, about the same things 
that I have told my uncle and other relatives of my family. 
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L.—I had to look up the law applicable to the case, and be 
prepared on all points that might arise in it. 

C.—Lawyers always know where to look for the law; it 
don’t take much time for them to find it. 

L.—After the defendant answered I had to examine some 
legal points which they raised. 

Co That could not take much time—his answer was not 
more than half as long as the complaint. Hach of them were 
larger than there was any necessity for, it seems to me. 

L.—After that I had vo examine the record of several im- 
portant papers relating to the matter, and then I spent several 
evenings with you taking down that which you could swear to. 

.—It was the same that I first told you when the suit was 

commenced. 

L.—I had to see the other witnesses, and ascertain and take 
down what they could swear to. 

C.—That was not much—they all said the same as I did. 
It was in the evening, too, when you couldn’t attend to 
business. 

L.—Then I had to consider what judge would be the most 
competent to try that class of cases, and one whose opinion 
the court, on appeal, would respect. 

C.—Any judge couldn’t help but decide in my favor—it was 
a plain case. 

L.—I considered that there were many grave and important 
questions of law involved in the case. 

C.—Lawyers always say that. 

L.—A few days before the witnesses were expected to be 
examined in court I had to talk with them again. 

C.—That was unnecessary, for you had talked with them 
before and written it all down. It was in the evening, too. 

L,—I did this to refresh their memory. 

C.—They must have remarkable poor memory if they 
couldn’t remember what they had told you before. 

L.—When the case was called up near the end of the term 
the court refused to take it up because it was a long case, and 
the trial would extend into the next month, and when the judge 
was to hold another court. I therefore had to lose the time of 
that entire term in preparing and being ready to try your case. 

C.—That was not my fault. —~ 

L.—It was not my fault—it was a misfortune, and when the 
question arises as to which of us must bear the loss resulting 
from it, a client should justly bear some of the loss, as any 
lawyer will tell you, that when they get all the witnesses to- 
gether and the opposite side is ready and all are prepared to 
try the case, they had rather try it than to have it go off until 
another term—— 

C.—If they got the pay for it every time it was postponed 
I guess it would never be tried. 

L.—This case, you remember, went off of the term three 
times in that manner, and you came from Europe twice to be 
ready as a witness in the trial. 

C.—I know that, and I did not want to travel back and forth 
from Europe for it, either. I preferred to stay there at that 
time. 

L.—When they proposed to compromise we named our terms 
and they declined, and the case came up on the calendar and 
we were all ready and expected to commence the trial the next 
day, when they in the evening accepted our terms in a general 
way, and then commenced the arrangement for the details of 
the compromise as to the division of the land—the profits of the 
portion sold, the taxes, the interest on the mortgages, etc.; and 
then the satisfactory adjustment of these amounts failed, and 
we expected to go on with the trial, and then after a further 
examination of the accounting the error was discovered and 
the case finally settled. = 

C.—They wanted to settle it very much, but wanted to make 
all they could out of me. 

L.—You are still satisfied with the settlement, are you not? 

C.—Perfectly satisfied with it. I did not want the trouble 
and anxiety of a long litigation. 

L.—My trouble and anxiety was as great and even greater 
than yours. 

C.—You lawyers are accustomed to such things. 

L.—On the trial when the jury disagreed the work which 
I did was very laborious, and required the utmost watchfulness 
and care, as the case hung almost on a hair; a slight affair 
often turns the minds of a jury when it is nearly evenly bal- 
anced, and the burden of proof in this case was with us and 
the testimony was such that if the jury had decided against us 
our case would have been lost forever. 

C.—Z. and his witnesses swore to that which was not true, 
and there were some points which I could not remember well 
enough to contradict on my oath. 

L.—A trial of that kind is very laborious. After our wit- 
nesses were examined, some things were drawn out by the 
cross-examination that showed an uncertainty in the witnesses’ 
minds, and in some instances might put an entirely new phase 
on the bearing of the testimony. Then, again, their witnesses 

testified to matters of which we knew nothing. I had to keep 
in my mind the testimony of all the witnesses on both sides. 

C.—The stenographer wrote it all our for you every day, and 
you had it before you-—— 

L.—Then on the examination of witnesses and the admission 
of evidence I had frequently to answer their objections, and 
also to object to their testimony. 

C.—The Judge decided in your favor every time after you 
ha dread the law, out of books. The other lawyers only ob- 
jected because they did not know what else to do, and then 


L.—Then in addressing the jury at the end of the trial I 
had to have in my mind all the evidence on both sides, and 
point out to the jury the bearing and weight of the evidence. 
Cc.—That was easy—you read some of the testimony which 
had been taken down—it was the same thing that the jury 
heard the witnesses swear to—they knew it all without your 
reading it. 


Il.—My opponent in his address to the jury had put a dis 
ferent construction on some of the testimony, and in some in- 
stances had stated it wrong. 

C.—An honest jury could see through the case without any 
trouble. 

L.—I had to keep in my mind until the end of the case all 
the evidence used on the trial, and be able to point out any 
incorrect statement made of it by my opponent or by the Court, 
and in a trial of two weeks and when the testimony made, aa 
in this case, several thousand pages of writing, it is very 
laborious and requires great attention. 


C.—It is not labor; it is a gift of a good memory. I had an 
aunt who could read a book through and could tell almost all 
there was in it. My grandmother could tell where any passage 
in the Bible could be found. This gift of memory can be cul- 
tivated, no doubt. 

L.—Education is costly, and should be paid for when it is 
employed in a particular department. 

c.—I think that five hundred dollars will pay you for all 
you have done in this case. I did not expect that you would 
charge more than that. 

L.—But do you forget that the use of education it should be 
paid for? 

C.—Everybody has an education nowadays. 

L.—To rank high in our profession we must not only have 
a comprehensive, practical education, but skill in the use of it 
and a knowledge of men and of the times. 

C.—There are plenty of young men who study law as a part 
of their education, but do not intend to practice because they 
have wealth and can live without it. I have several relatives 
who are lawyers of that kind. They prefer to spend their time in 
Europe. 

L.—There are but few who practice our profession who can 
acquire the mental discipline to rank high in it. 

C.—That is a gift. 

L.—The contest in the trial of a complicated case may be 
compared to a game of chess between two skillful players. It 
appears to one less skillful to be a very simple act to move a 
piece, but they may not see the intention and the bearings that 
a particular move may have upon other moves, and the final 
result of the game—— 

C.—I have often heard it said that there was no justice in 
law. But my case was a plain one. 


L.—A very prominent lawyer told me that in the trial of a 
criminal case which occupied many weeks, in which he ap- 
peared for the accused, that from the time he was retained until 
the close of the trial in the examination of all the numerous 
witnesses he was constantly debating in his mind whether or 
not it would be best to put the accused on the witness stand. 
He at last decided not to call him as a witness, and his client 
was saved. Had he not have been saved the counsel would 
have been blamed by his associates for not calling him to tes- 
tify in his own behalf. ‘As the result was good, the importance 
of the decision is noticed by but few. 

C.—He must be a long time in making up his mind about 
anything. I could have decided at once. 

L.—Drawing a will may seem to be a very easy and simple 
matter, and it may be very short, too, and yet take a long time 
to put it in proper form to legally carry out the desires of the 
party making it. 

C.—It would not. be the will of a person unless it disposed 
of the property in the manner that person wished. A will is 
merely writing out in legal form the manner a person wishes 
his property disposed of after his death. That is easy enough, 
I'm sure. I have known of many persons writing out their own 
will and having persons sign as witnesses to it. 

L.—But where there are uses, powers and trusts for execu- 
tors, or the absence or limitation of them in certain cases, many 
complicated and important questions may arise, and the de- 
cision of which may change the entire control and course of the 
property. I can cite many cases and authorities showing this. 

C.—Lawyers can cite cases for almost anything they wish. 
A lawyer that would draw a will so that it would not hold does 
not understand his business—that branch of it. 

L.—You have had a great deal of law business done by other 
lawyers, and you always paid their bills. 

C.—They had a high reputation, and I expected to pay for 
that, and not for the actual labor they did. 

L.—It is no more than just that you should take into con- 
sideration the result and value to you of my services, without 
regard to mere show. 

C.—I was entitled to all I got; the other side thought so, or 
they would not let me have it. A great deal is done for mere 
show. I may get as good a cloak maker off Sixth Avenue as 
anywhere in New York, but I would not be willing to pay them 
the same as I would others who are considered more fashion- 
able and are in a more fashionable neighborhood. 

L.—I have endeavored to convince you, madam, that you 
are not a proper judge of the appearance of the value of legal 
services and the value of my labor in your case. 





they wanted to put in all kinds of evidence—they had no case— 
our case was plain. 


\ C.—It was a plain case. Your services were not worth over 
five hundred dollars, and I will never pay you any more. 
(Exit lawyer without saying, “Good evening.’’) 
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ABATEMENT AND REVIVAL. 

A proceeding against a state treasurer to compel him to 
perform an official duty does not abate by a change in 
the person holding the office. Nance v. People (Colo. 
Sup.), 54 Pac. 631. 

Where party dies after judgment against him, adminis- 
trator may bring error without order reviving action. 
Webster v. City of Hastings (Neb.), 76 N. W. 565. 

Where tenants in common sue to recover land, and one 
dies, surviving plaintiffs may continue the action to 
recover their several interests without a revivor. Crane 
v. Lowe (Kan. Sup.), 54 Pac. 666. 

ACCORD AND SATISFACTION. 

The settlement of a pending action by the payment of 
costs by defendant and his giving two notes to the 
plaintiff operates as an accord and satisfaction, which 
is not impaired by the failure to pay the note last 
falling due. Nathan v. Smith (N. Y.), 24 Misc., 274; 53 
N. Y. Supp. (87 St. Rep.), 265. 

ACTION, 

An action at law will lie on an agreement by the other 
members to pay a member their share of expense of 
work done by him in launching the partnership. Waugh 
v. Eden (Colo. App.), 54 Pac. 853. 

Where action to foreclose several mortgages on lands in 
different counties was brought in one county, objec- 
tions to misjoinder were waived by failure of mortga- 
gors to appear. McDonald vy. Second National Bank 
(Ia.), 76 N. W. 1011. 

ADVERSE POSSESSION. 

Under code Civ. Proc., sec. 107, the possession of heirs may 
be tacked to that of their ancestors. Turpin v. Sud- 
duth (8. C.), 31 S. E. 245. 

Open, notorious and adverse possession by a claimant to 
real estate for the statutory period, either by himself or 
by those through or under whom he held, ripens into a 
perfect title. Solomon vy. Yrisarri (N. M.), 54 Pac. 752. 

Payment of taxes for seven years and possession for two 
years held insufficient to constitute adverse possession 





under the seven years limitation act. Loewenthal v. 


Elkins (IIL), 51 N. E. 592. 


APPEAL AND ERROR. 

Where the verdict is proper and the judgment irregular the 
supreme court will modify the judgment to conform to 
the verdict, and affirm. Marrinan v. Knight (OklL), 54 
Pac. 656. 

An exception to the decision is necessary to obtain a review 
of a decision on an agreed case. Geisen v. Reder 
(ind. Sup.), 51 N. E. 353. 

A judgment in obedience to a supreme court mandate is not 
appealable. Apex Transportation Co. v. Garbade (Or.), 
54 Pac. 882, 

The objection that a contract is void as against public 
policy may be first urged on appeal. Crichfield v. Ber- 
mudez Asphalt Paving Co. (IIL), 51 N. E. 562. 

In order to obtain review of ruling in striking out counter 
claim, defendant need not offer testimony in support 
se Township of Noble v. Aasen (N. D.), 76 N. W. 


ARBITRATION AND AWARD. 


After amount of damages has been submitted to commis- 
sion by stipulation it cannot, after report, be sub- 
mitted to jury unless the report is first set aside. Shutt 
Inv. Co. v. City of Pueblo (Colo. App.), 54 Pac. 644. 


ASSIGNMENTS FOR BENEFIT OF CREDITORS. 

A transfer of a debtor’s property to a bona fide creditor to 
secure his debts, the surplus to go to the wife, who was 
liable as indorser on some of the paper, is not a general 
assignment under Laws 1887, c. 503. Dodge v. Mc- 
Kechnie (N. Y.), 51 N. E. 268. 

Creditor holding note of insolvent secured by collateral note 
indorsed by insolvent cannot prove claim on account 
of the indorsement in addition to claim on original 
note. In re Sherry (Wis.), 76 N. W. 611. 

An assignee for the benefit of creditors of a corporation has 
no better standing than his assignor to recover securi- 
ties alleged to have been pledged to the assignor to se- 
cure it as indorser of certain notes, the holders of which 
have filed their claims as creditors. Hubbard v. Tod 
(U. S. Sup. Ct.), 19 Sup. C. Rep. 14. 

A mortgage to creditors ostensibly as security, but in fact 
in payment of their claims, held not an assignment for 
the benefit of creditors. Turner Hardware Co. v. Rey- 
nolds (Ind. T.), 47 S. W. 307. 

An assignment for the benefit of creditors in the usual 
form does not pass the right of the assignor to use his 
own name. Bellows v. Bellows (N. Y.), 24 Misc. 482. 

ATTACHMENT. 


A parol ratification of a bond given to release an attach- 
ment is sufficient, though the bond was under seal, since 
the seal was unnecessary. Lynch v. Smyth (Colo. Sup.), 
54 Pac. 634. 
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Where a warehouseman’s Men exists the sheriff does not 
acquire the actual custody of the goods. Robinson v. 
Columbia Spin Co. (N. Y.), 31 App. Div. 238; 52 MN. Y. 
Supp. (86 St. Rep.), 751. 

Contingent estate in remainder held not subject to attach- 
ment under Gen. St. 1888, Sec. 893. Smith v. Gilbert 
(Conn.), 41 Atl. 284, 

Under Civ. Code, Secs. 97, 104, attachment lien does not be- 
come valid until writ is served by delivering copy to de- 
fendant and filing copy with recorder. Thompson v. 
White (Colo. Sup.), 54 Pac. 718. 

Where defendant, who had made promises at various times 
to pay plaintiff's debt, was about to ship to another 
warehouse some tobacco he had promised to ship to 
plaintiff's warehouse, an attachment was authorized. 
Rice v. Tolbert (Yy.), 47 S. W. 323 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT. 


An agreement by an attorney to give a client a percentage 
of all retainers and costs received in business transacted 
for parties introduced by the client is void under sec- 
tions 74 and 75 of the code, and where such agreement 
forms part of the inducement to employ the attorney 
at a yearly salary, it vitiates the entire agreement. 
Hafner v. Kirby (N. Y.), 24 Misc.; 390. 53 N. Y. Supp. 
(87 St. Rep.), 552. 

Compromise of a judgment by an attorney who partially 
owns it satisfies it to the extent of his interest. Mc- 
Murray v. Marsh (Colo, App.), 54 Pac. 852. 

Funds collected for a client may be retained by the attor- 
ney to satisfy his reasonable charges for his services. 
Sparks v. McDonald (N, J. Ch.), 41 Atl. 369. 

Attorney for plaintiff in a suit to settle a partnership has no 
lien on plaintiff's interest in partnership funds adjudged 
to defendant as a payment on a judgment in his favor 
against plaintiff. Wathen v. Russell (Ky.), 47 S. W. 4387. 

BANKRUPTCY. 


The United States bankruptcy law (Act July 1, 1898), held 
to supersede all state insolvency laws from the date of 
its passage. Parmenter Mfg. Co. v. Hamilton (Mass.), 
51 N. E. 529, 

The courts will not, at the instance of a general creditor of 
an insolvent debtor, impound the assets of the debtor 
which have come into the hands or under the control 
of other creditors until the creditor can institute bank- 
ruptcy proceedings against the debtor. Vietor v. Lewis 
(CN. Y.), 24 Mise., 515; 53 N. Y. Supp. (87 St. Rep.), 944. 


BANKS AND BANKING. 


Discounters are not required to ascertain conditions limit- 
ing the use of the proceeds of the paper, of which it 
itself gives no information. American Exch. Nat. Bank 
v. Uim (Mont.), 54 Pac. 563. 

Custom of banks to charge 10 per cent. on overdrafts, and 
to compute interest on the basis of 30 days to the 
month, does not legalize the charge, im the absence of 
conract. Talbot v. First Nat. Bank (Ia.), 76 N. W. 726. 

A savings bank cannot require a person who presents the 
book other than the depositor to give a bond of in- 
demnity. (N. Y.) Cosgrif v. Hudson City Savings In- 
stitution, 24 Misc. 4; 52 N. Y. Supp. (86 St. Rep.), 189. 

A bank accepting a forged check as a deposit is liable to the 
true owner, though it act in good faith and without 
knowledge of the forgery. Farmer v. People’s Bank 
(Tenn. Sup.), 47 8. W. 234. 

BILLS AND NOTES. 

An indorser of a note is not released by the act of an as- 
signee of the note in releasing a chattel mortgage given 
by the makers as collateral security, where the assignee 
at the same time took a new chattel mortgage on the 
same chattels from the makers similar in terms except 
as to the name of the mortgagee in the absence of proof 
that some priorities slipped in by the change. Keeler 
v. Hollweg (N. Y.), 23 Misc. 416; 51 N. Y. Supp. (85 St. 
Rep.), 259. 

A counterclaim for unliquidated damages in an action on 
a note does not cut off the running of interest on the 
note from the time the claim accrued. Smith v. Turner 
(Or.), 54 Pac. 166. 

A note in the firm name given by one member thereof to 
raise money with which to replace moneys embezzled 
by him as a government official and appropriated to the 
payment of a firm indebtedness, without the knowledge 
of his partners, cannot be enforced against the firm by 
the payee, where he had knowledge of its purpose when 
he took it. Van Voorhis v. Brown (N. Y.), 29 App. Div. 
119; 51 N. Y. Supp. (85 St. Rep.), 440. 

Where one person signs a note with a statement making 
his property liable “to the payment of the within note,” 
he is a surety, and not a joint principal. McIntyre v. 
Moore (Ga.), 31 8S. B. 144, 

Accommodation acceptors of a bill cannot control the ap- 
plication of a check given by the drawer to the indorsee 
in payment of the bill, but, before collected, applied with 
consent of drawer to another debt. Steiner v. Jeffries 
(Ala.), 24 So. 37, 

Where check is drawn to order of named payee, one who 
takes check on forged indorsement of payee, and in- 

dorses it, held liable to bank on which check is drawn, if 
it pays it in ignorance of forgery. First National Bank 
v. Farmers and Merchants Bank (Neb.) 76 N. W. 430. 
















Bona fide purchaser of a note before maturity held not af- 
fected by the fact that it belonged to a trust fund, and 
that its proceeds were misappropriated. Barroll v. Fore- 
man (Md.), 40 Atl. 883. 

Holder of a note may give notice of dishonor to all parties 
liable, or to the one next to him, or to any one he wishes 
to hold. Standard Sewing Mach, Co. v. Smith (Del. 
Super.), 40 Atl. 1117. 

CARRIERS, 


A passenger who knowingly rides on a mixed train assumes 
risks incident thereto. Olds v. New York, N. H. & H. 
R. Co. (Mass.), 51 N. E. 450. 

A passenger injured by the negligence of a brakeman, con- 
ductor or engineer need not prove which one was negli- 
gent. Pomeroy v. Boston & M. R. R. (Mass.), 51 N. E. 
§23. 

CHATTEL MORTGAGES. 


Complaint by mortgagee for conversion should allege, not 
only that defendant had notice of mortgage, but also 
that the county where the mortgage was recorded was 
where the mortgagor resided. Diggs v. Way (Ind. App.), 
§1 N. E, 429. 

A mortgagee who takes possession before any other right 
attaches obviates the necessity of registration of the 
instrument or an actual and continued change of pos- 
session immediately after execution of the instrument. 
Clark v. National Citizens’ Bank (Minn.), 76 N. W. 965. 


CORPORATIONS. 

A committee appointed by bondholders of an insolvent cor- 
poration to carry into effect an agreement for reorgani- 
zation held to have no power to modify the agreement. 
Cox v. Stokes (N. Y.), 51 N. E. 316. 

A corporation cannot become a stockholder in another cor- 
poration unless the power is given in its charter. Peo- 
ple v. Pullman Palace Car Co, (Ill.), 51 N. EB. 664. 

A mortgage given by a corporation when insolvent in pur- 
suance of an agreement, made when solvent, to indem- 
nify the mortgagee for indorsing its notes, is not invalid 
under the statute against preferences by insolvent cor- 
porations. Miller v. Miller Knitting Co. (N. Y.), 23 Misc. 
404; 52 N. Y. Supp. (86 St. Rep.), 184. 

There being no statutory authority, a corporation cannot 
conselidate with another. Topeka Paper Co. v. Okla- 
homa Pub. Co. (Okla.), 54 Pac. 456. 

Securing orders by a foreign corporation, to be executed in 
a foreign state, is not an employment of capital in this 
State. People ex rel. A. N. Kellogg Newspaper Co. v. 
Roberts (N. Y.), 30 App. Div. 150; 51 N. Y. Supp. (85 St. 
Rep.), 866. 


CRIMINAL LAW. 


A Sheriff who was disqualified from summoning the jurors 
on account of bias should not be given charge of the 
jury on their retirement. People v. Fellows (Cal.), 54 
Pac. 830. 

Before a confession to an officer can be received in evidence, 
it must be shown to be voluntary. Roesel v. State (N. 
J. Brr. & App.), 41 Atl. 408. 

A conspiracy may be proved by circumstantial evidence. 
People v. Van Tassel (N. Y.), 156 N. Y. 561. 

DEEDS. 

A money charge on land, the interest to be paid to grantors 
(husband and wife), during their lives and the life of the 
survivor of them, and on his death the principal to his 
estate, held revocable; so that he could convey the right 
to receive the charge. Miller v. Withers (Pa.), 41 Atl. 
300. 

A deed executed in blank confers authority on the grantee 
to contract for the sale of lands, and to fill in his own 
grantee’s name. Owen v. Christensen (la.), 70 N. W. 
1,005. 

Surrender by grantee of unrecorded deed, in order to revest 
even equitable title in grantor, must be with intent or 
request that it be destroyed, Fletcher v. Sheperd (Ill), 
51 N. B. 212. 

Title passes on delivery, notwithstanding verbal under- 
standing that it should take effect only cn conditions. 
Same case. 

DIVORCE, 

The conduct of a husband in making public on a trial for 
divorce the fact that his wife, before their marriage, 
had lived in adultery, does not sustain grounds of cruel 
and inhuman treatment, such as to endanger life. Blair 
v. Blair (Ia.), 76 N. W. 700. 

A court cannot delegate to a master the power to find the 
facts and suggest a decree in a libel for divorce. Mid- 
dleton v. Middleton (Pa.), 41 Atl. 291. 

The husband’s refusal to take the wife’s part in a con- 
treversy with his family, and his statement that he con- 
sented to her leaving, held insufficient to justify the 
wife’s desertion. Loux v. Loux (N. J. Ch.), 41 Atl. 358. 

Desertion of libelee by libelant held no bar to a libel on 
the grourid of adultery, where not continued for a length 
of time sufficient to constitute a ground for divorce 
prior to the act of adultery. Walker v. Walker (Mass.), 
51 N. EB. 455. 

The mere fact that a husband who believes that his wife 
has committed adultery in the past and suspects that she 

is about to do so again, with the intention of. procuring 











evidence thereof, fails to actively interfere and prevent 
its commission, does not constitute connivance. 
sen v. Reiersen “(N, Y.), 32 App. Div. 62; 52 N., Y. Supp. 
(86 St. Rep.), 509. 
EASEMENTS. 

An adverse right to an easement cannot grow out of a mere 
ig ve enjoyment. Beach v. Morgan (N. H.), 41 
Atl. 349. 


An easement consisting of the use of a spring created by 
grant held not extinguishable either by non-user or the 
use on the dominant estate of water from a city water 
supply. Blood v. Millard (Mass.), 51 N. B. 527. 

The possession that will create an easement in another's 
land must be hostile, actual, open and continuous. 
Yeager v. Woodruff (Utah), 53 Pac. 1045. 

EVIDENCE. 

Expert testimony of the condition of a highway is inad- 
missible, in an action for injuries sustained through 
defect in highway. Edwards v. City of Worcester 
(Mass.), 51 N. E. 447. 

In action for price of goods sold, the fact that purchaser 
had mortgaged them held not to show that he valued 
them at the price paid. Kane v. Sefrit (Ind. App.), 51 
N. E. 496. 

It is only where evidence and facts deduced therefrom are 
undisputed and case concerns matters of which a lay- 
man can have no knowledge, that the opinions of ex- 
perts are conclusive on jury. Moratsky v. Wirth 
(Minn.), 76 N. W. 1,032. 

EXECUTIONS. 

A locator’s interest in a mining claim on public lands for 
which no patent has been issued nor applied for is prop- 
erty subject to execution. Phoenix Min. & Mill. Co. v. 
Scott (Wash.), 54 Pac. 777. 

EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS. 

The $500 allowed to the widow of a decedent by Rev. St. 
1,694, Sec. 2,424, may be waived by her. Buffington v. 
Buffington (Ind. Sup.), 51 N. E. 328. 

An administrator de bonis non cannot impeach settlement 
of former administrator on ground that a just debt paid 
had not been previously allowed by the Probate Court. 
Young v. Scott (Kan. Sup.), 54 Pac. 670 

Persons who buy of the heirs and devisees, within two years 
after the death of deceased, timber on land which he 
owned at his death, take subject to the claim of his 
creditors. Camp Mfg. Co. v. Liverman (N. C.), 31 8. E. 
546. 

An executor has no lien on testator’s land for expenses of ad- 
ministration superior to that of a mortgage. Shepard v. 
Saltzman (Or.), 54 Pac. 882. 

An action barred as to the administrator is barred as to the 
heir, though he was a minor at the time the cause of ac- 
tion accrued. Dennis v. Bint (Cal.), 54 Pac. 378. 

A title derived through an administrator’s sale cannot be 
successfully defended against by the widow of decedent 
by pleading merely that she was not notified of the 
pendency of the proceedings to sell. Denton v. Arnold 
(Ind. Sup.), 51 N. E. 240. 

A husband who is the executor of his wife’s estate is en- 
titled to credit for her funeral expenses, but not for 
medicine and medical services, as these are necessaries 
which it his duty to furnish. Matter of Very (N. Y.), 
24 Misc. 139; 538 N. Y. Supp. (87 St. Rep.), 389. 

A conveyance by an administrator to his attorney’s partner 
will not be set aside unless fraud is clearly shown, where 
the partners kept their business separate, and the pur- 
chaser had had no dealings with the administrator. 
Gibson v. Gossom (Ark.), 47 S. W. 237. 

EXEMPTIONS. 

A tenant may waive in writing the benefit of exemption law 
for debts contracted for rent without the joint consent 
of his wife. Kroenert v. Mead (Kan. Sup), 54 Pac. 684. 

A debtor who has disposed of all his household goods, 
boarded at different places, and put his children in the 
eare of relatives, held not the head of a family, within 
Gen. St. 1897, C. 118, sec. 3. Gibson v. Cross (Kan. App.) 

» Pac. 736. 

FIXTURES. 

A purchaser is not entitled to fixtures belonging to a tenant 
where he has notice of the tenant’s rights before pay- 
ing the price. Jones v. Cooley (la.), 76 N. W. 652. 

Corn cribs erected on the land of another, under the bare li- 
cense to occupy the land for a particular purpose, held 
personal property. Fischer v. Johnson (Ia.), 76 N. W. 
658. 

Where a house jis erected on the land of an adjoining owner, 
and intended as permanent, it becomes a fixture, not- 
withstanding it is merely set on blocks. Dutton v. 
Ensley (Ind. Sup.), 51 N. E. 390 

FRAUD. 

Procurement of a contract to purchase growing timber 
held not a fraud on one who had verbally agreed with 
the grantees to purchase in partnership with them, 





which agreement the grantees had repudiated. Sey- 
mour v. eee way (Wis.), 
FRAUDS, STATUTE OF 
Expenditure of money and making of improvements held 
insufficient to constitute a part performance of a parol 
promise to convey real estate, 
N, E. 623, 


76 N. W. 769. 


Geer v. Goudy (Ill. ay 51 





tHE AMERICAN LAWYER, 








GIVTs. 

A donation in the form of an onerous contract, to have ef- 
fect as such, must be passed before a notary public and 
Mt ha gaa Lambert v. Penn. Mut. Life Ins. Co, (La.), 

Where deceased attempted to make a gift causa mortis of 
all his property, the gift is defeated entirely by a part 
only of the property bs - delivered to defendant. 
Knight v. Tripp (Cal.), 54 Pac. 267. 

A mother, on her deathbed, gave to her daughter a savings 
bank passbook, and told her to draw the money and 
keep it for herself. The daughter took the book and kept 
it, telling her mother to wait until the morrow, when 
she would probably feel better, and did not demand the 
money until after her mother’s death. Held, a valid 
gift. Cosgrif v. Hudson City Savings Instn. (N. Y.), 24 
Misc. 4; 52 N. Y., Supp. (86 St. Rep.) 189. 

GUARDIAN AND WARD. 

The guardian having a life estate in a fund, and the wards 
the remainder, limitation did not run in favor of the 
surety in the ’s bond during the life of the 
guardian. Brooks v. Troutman (Ky.), 47 8S. W. 271. 

HOMESTEAD. 

Failure to set apart the homestead before conveyance, and 
after an attachment thereof, held to waive the home- 
stead right. Brown v. Clinton (N. H.), 41 Atl. 286. 

Where complete legal title to homestead is in wife, hus- 
band’s interest is a right of occupancy, with restric- 
tions on wife’s power to alienate > pags consent. Mat- 
ney v. Linn (Kan. Sup.), 54 Pac. 668 

An abandoned homestead is subject to seizure for a debt 
contracted by claimant between dates of final proof and 
certificate and issue of patent. Johnson v. Borin (Kan. 
App.), 54 Pac. 804. 

If a wife lives apart from her husband he has the exclusive 
right to the use and enjoyment of a homestead owned 
by her. Ehrck v. Ehrck (la.), 76 N. W. 793. 

A tract does not necessarily cease to be a homestead be- 
cause at a particular time there is no house on it fit 
to live in. Edmonson v. White (N. D.), 76 N. W. 986. 

INJUNCTION. 


On motion to dissolve an injunction against the sale of 
property as a whole, it must stand if good as to any 
ag Rg the property. Brody v. Chittenden (Ia.), 76 N. 


One in possession of land under a mortgage held not en- 
titled to an injunction against purchaser on foreclosure 
of prior mortgage, he having a plain remedy at law. 
McDonald v. Second Nat. Bank (Ia.), 76 N. W. 1,011. 

INSURANCE. 


Taking an assignment of the mortgagee’s debt on payment 
to him of loss under the policy held a sufficient denial 
by the insurer of any liability to the mortgagor or the 
owner of the property. Insurance Co. of North America 
v. Martin (Ind. Sup.), 51 N. BE. 361. 

Conditions in insurance policy as to the time of bringing 
action held not binding on mortgagee when not set out 
in the mortgagee clause. Queen Ins. Co. v. Dearborn 
Savings. Loan & Building Ass’n (Ill.), 51 N. E. 717. 

Where officers of mutual insurance company make an as- 
sessment exceeding. reasonable limits to meet losses. 
the assessment is invalid. Pencille v. State Farmers’ 
Mut. Hail Ins. Co. (Minn.), 76 N. W. 1,026. 

JUDGMENT. 

A decree in New York declaring the taobvesieg of a cor- 
poration of that state, and appointing receivers thereof, 
does not operate to divest the lien acquired by the levy 
of an attachment on the real estate of such corpora- 
tion in North Carolina. Kruger v. Bank of Commerce 
(N. C.), 31 S. E. 270. 

The fact that certain creditors in insolvency proceedings 
were adjudged in default, when they were not so in 
fact, held sufficient reason to set aside the judgment. 
Cooper v. Disbrow (lIa.), 76 N. W. 1,013. 

JURY. 

It is no ground for challenge that defendant’s counsel had 
been involved in litigation against a juror. Goodal v. 
State (Tex. Cr. App.), 47 S. W. 359. 

LANDLORD AND TENANT. 

Chattel mortgagee cannot by replevin recover possession 
of property taken under a landlord's lien, as the right 
of possession to enforce the Men was fixed in the land- 
lord. Brody v. Cohen (Ia.), 76 N. W. 682. 

A tenancy at will is not terminated by the mere act of the 
tenant in vacating the premises, where the landlord 
does not accept their surrender. Taylor v. Tuson 
(Mass.), 51 N. BE. 462. 

LIMITATION OF ACTIONS. 


A cause of action accrues on an implied promise to pay for 
services rendered without agreement as to time of pay- 
ment or length of service, when the service ended. Blake 
v. Pratt (Kan. App.). 54 Pac. 806 

Action on check by holder against maker must be brought 
within five years, under code Civ. Proc., Sec. 10. Con- 
nor v. Becker (Neb.), 76 N. W. 893. 

A chancery suit no longer carried on the docket is not by 
that fact terminated, so as to set the statute of limita- 
tions in motion. especially where there are funds in 
the case to be distributed, Weav er v. Ruhm (Tenn. Ch 
App.), 47 S. W. 171, 
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Acknowledgment by one member of a firm after dissolution 
of firm of indebtedness does not remove bar of statute. 
Lodge v. Ainscow (Del, Super.), 41 Atl. 187. 

The fact that money due a beneficiary is allowed to remain 
in the trustee’s hands does not change the nature of the 
debt, and the statute does not commence to run until 
an accounting is had or demanded. Jones v. Home Sav. 
Bank (Mich.), 76 N. W. 322. 

Where interest was payable semi-annually, and if not paid 
when due was to become a part of the principal, held, 
that a cause of action for interest did not accrue inde- 
pendent of the note itself. Beeler v. Highland University 
Co. (Kan. App.), 54 Pac, 295. 

Limitations having begun to run against one are not in- 
terrupted by the succession of a minor to his right. Mun- 
roe v. Wilson (N. H.), 41 Atl. 240. 

There can be no recovery on a new promise to pay a debt 
already barred, unless the promise is clear and absolute. 
Chism v. Barnes (Ky.), 47 S. W. 232. 

MORTGAGES. 

A mortgage remains a lien until the debt is satisfied, and 
is not affected by a change in the evtionge of indebted- 
ness. Artrip v. Rasnake (Va.), 31 8S. 

The reservation of the equity of Thad until the ma- 
turity of the bond held to postpone the right to fore- 
closure to that time, although by agreement the bond 
might be declared due on default of interest. Phillips v 
Youmans (N. J, Ch.), 41 Atl. 104. 

A mortgagee of land held to have an equitabie lien on rents 
and profits thereof for the deficiency arising upon a sale 
under his mortgage. First Nat. Bank of Joliet v. Illinois 
Steel Co. (Ill), 51 N. EB. 200. 

Where one borrows money to redeem from foreclosure, and 
assigns all his right as redemptioner as security, and 
authorizes the lender to obtain from the Sheriff a deed 
of the property, the lender holds the Sheriff’s deed as a 
mortgage. San Jose Safe Deposit Bank of Savings v. 
Bank of Madera (Cal.), 54 Pac. 270. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, 


A city is liable for injuries sustained by one whose horse is 
frightened by a scraper left in the street after close of 
the day’s work. City of Weatherford v. Lowery (Tex. 
Civ. App.), 47 8. W. 34. 

City has incidental power to remove from office all corporate 
officers, though not expressly given by its charter. City 
of Savannah v. Grayson (Ga.), 30 8S. E. 693. 

One who, after seeing ice on sidewalk, attempts to walk 
along it instead of stepping into the street, held guilty 
of contributory negligence. Boyle v. Borough of Ma- 
hanoy City (Pa.), 40 Atl. 1,093. 

NEGLIGENCE. 


A child less than 4 years old cannot be guilty of con- 
tributory negligence. South Covington & C. St. Ry. 
Co. v. Herrkiotz (Ky.), 47 S. W. 265. 
A trolley car has no superior right of way over wagons at 
the intersection of streets. O’Rourke v. Yonkers R. R. 
a (N. Y.), 32 App. Div., 8; 52 N. Y. Supp. (86 St. Rep.), 
PARENT AND CHILD. 


Admissibility of evidence on issue as to whether defendant’’s 
minor son was negligent in use of a gun, with the 
knowledge of his father, determined. Johnson v. Glid- 
den (S. D.), 76 N. W. 933. 

Instruction as to liability of father for torts of infant child 
held proper. Same case. 

PARTNERSHIP. 


Where the surname of all partners is G., a firm name of 
“G. Bros.” is not a fictitious name, within Civ. Code, 
Sec. 3,280. Guiterman v. Wishon (Mont.), 54 Pac. 566. 

Land purchased with partnership funds, and used for part- 
nership purposes, is to be treated as partnership prop- 
erty as to lien creditors of a partner, who have acquired 
their liens with notice of the partnership character of 
the property. Holmes v. Stix (Ky.), 47 S. W. 243. 

Where a firm name contains the surnames of all the part- 
ners, a conveyance to the firm vests title in partners. 
Cole v. Mettee (Ark.), 47 S. W. 407. 

Under a dissolution agreement of a law firm, 
retaining the office held responsible for 
incurred in winding up firm business. 
Winslow (la.), 76 N. W. 708. 

A chattel mortgage by a firm should be paid in preference 
to an execution against an individual member issued be- 
fore the mortgage was executed. Swan v. Gilbert (Ill), 
51 N. E. 604. 

Where land in one county had been a part of another county, 
partition proceedings in the former county, in which it 
was assumed to sell the land, were void. Hubbard v. 
Godfrey (Tenn, Sup.), 47 8S. W. 81. 

PLEDGES. 

A pledgee of trust property held not entitled to hold it un- 
less actual inspection of the trust deed failed to disclose 
that it was pledged in violation thereof. First Nat. Bank 
v. National Broadway Bank (N. Y.), 51 N. E. 398. 

A pledgee who purchases the pledged property under a void 
Sheriff's sale loses his lien, so that no tender of the 
amount due is necessary that pledgor may maintain an 
action to recover possession. Latta v. Tutton (Cal.), 54 
Pac. 844. 


the partner 
office expenses 
Varnum ov. 








PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 


Where a person pays money to an agent to be delivered to 
his principal, and he converts it, the loss falls on Py 
principal. Thomas v. Arthurs (Kan. App.), 54 Pac, 694 

PRINCIPAL AND SURETY. 

A surety on the bond of an agent for a foreign corporation 
held discharged where the corporation terminated the 
contract of employment in Kansas, and employed the 
agent in another State. Singer Mfg. Co. v. Armstrong 
(Kan, App.), 54 Pac. 571. 

An extension of time given the maker of a note releases 
the surety only where it is for a consideration for a time 
certain, and without his consent. Olson v. Chism (Ind. 
App.), 51 N. EB. 373. 

REPLEVIN. 

Nine months is not an unreasonable time to delay demand 
for property, where there is an expectation that the mat- 
ter can be adjusted. Farrand & Votey Organ Co. v. 
Board of Church Extension of Methodist Episcopal 
Church (Utah), 54 Pac. 818. 

SALES. 

One selling stock is responsible to the purchaser for rep- 
resentations in regard to them by one to whom the 
seller refers the buyer for information. Cabaness v. Hol- 
land (Tex. Civ. App.), 47 S. W. 379. 

Where purchaser at conditional sale has made payments, he 
is entitled to possession, though in default, until they 
refund the amount so paid, less reasonable compensa- 
tion. Speyer v. Baker (Ohio), 51 N. E. 442. 

The statute requiring the filing of a conditional sale agree- 
ment does not apply where the article sold was not in 
existence when the contract was made. Hirsch v. 
Graves Elevator Co. (N. Y.), 24 Misc., 472; 53 N. Y. 
Supp (87 St. Rep.), 664. 

TAXATION, 

The surplus funds of a savings bank are exempt from taxa- 
tion. People v. Peck (N. Y.), 51 N. E. 412. 

A warrant to a tax roll is sufficient if directed to the town- 
ship treasurer of the township; it need not give his 


name. H. Loud & Sons’ Lumber Co. v. Hagar 
(Mich.), 76 N. W. 980. 
TRADE-MARKS AND TRADE-NAMES. 
When a number originally used by a manufacturer to 


designate a particular pattern or quality of an article, 
as distinguished from others made by him, comes to be 
applied generally in the trade to any article of like 
pattern or quality, other manufacturers may use it to 
lescribe their own products. Smith v. Davis Mfg. Co. 
(Cc. C.), 89 Fed, 486. 
TRUSTS. 
An agreement that trust funds shall be used to reimburse a 
trustee for sums expended need not be in writing. Owens 
v. Barroll (Md.), 40 Atl. 880. 
USURY. 
Where the original note fs usurious, the usury is carried 
into the note given in renewal thereof. Pardoe v. Iowa 
State Nat. Bank (Ia.), 76 N. W. 800. 
Notes made and payable in another State, stipulating for a 
higher rate of interest than is lawful in Nebraska, will 
enforced according to their terms, in the apsence of 
a plea of usury. McCready v. Phillips (Neb.), 76 N. 


W. 885. 
VENDOR AND PURCHASER. 
A mere expression of opinion as to the value of property, 


made by an owner to his vendee, is not a representation 

of value. Evans v. Gerry (Ill), 51 N. B. 615. 

Interest of contract purchasers in land cannot be sur- 
rendered by parol. Grunow v. Salter (Mich.), 76 N. W. 

A recorded instrument erroneously describing lands as being 

im See. 11, instead of 17, held no notice to subsequent bona 
ie purchasers. Slocum v. O’Day (Ill), 51 N. BE. 243. 
WAR. 

\ neutral vessel chartered to a subject of the enemy, with 

-_ power to control her voyages and use her in illicit 

ide, is to be treated as enemy”s property, when found 
attenuate to break a blockade. The Adula (D. C.), 89 
Fed. 361. 

Sailing from a neutral port with intent to enter a blockaded 
port, knowing the existence of the blockade, subjects 
the vessel and generally its cargo to condemnation. 
Same case. 

WILLS. 

A devise to M. “and her children in their exclusive right” 
ereates a life estate in M.; remainder to the children. 
Adams v. Adams (Ky.), 47 S. W. 335. 

The terms “unjust, unreasonable and unnatural provisions” 
of a will defined. Manatt v. Scott (la.), 76 N. W. 717. 

WITNESSES. 

A witness may not be impeached by showing that on an- 
other trial, on a matter not testified to in chief, he had 
committed willful perjury. People v. Arrighini (Cal.), 
54 Pac. 591. 

A party is not bound by statements of his own witness, if 
shown to be untrue by other evidence. Benton County 
Sav. Bank v. Strand (la.), 76 N. W. 1,001. 

WITNESSES. 

The credibility of a witness cannot be attacked generally 
by evidence relating to a period _ before the 
trial. — v. Miller (Pa.), 41 Ath: 
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THE NEW BANKRUPTCY 
RULES. 


Text of the Supreme Court’s Regula- 
tions. 


The United States Supreme Court, 
through Judge Gray, has announced the 
new bankruptcy rules which it was au- 
thorized to frame and promulgate under 
the National Bankruptcy act of July 1, 
1898. 

Judge Gray said that the new _ rules 
would take effect on Monday, Jan. 2, 1899, 
and that all proceedings heretofore taken 
substantially in conformity to the act 
and the regulations of 1867 as far as prac- 
ticable would be upheld. The rules, while 
promulgated at this time, he said, would 
not be ready [or distribution for some 
time, owing to proof revision, etc. 

The rules are preceded by an order pre- 
scribing the proceedings in bankruptcy 
under the law previous to the day on 
which the rules go into effect. 

The text in full follows: 


In pursuance of the powers conferred 
_ by the Constitution and laws vpon the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and 
particularly by the Act of Congress ap- 
proved July 1, 1898, entitled “An Act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” it is or- 
dered, on this 28th day of November, 189s, 
that the following rules be adopted and 
established as general orders in bank- 
ruptcy, to-take effect on the first Mon- 
day, bhaing the second day, of January, 
1899. And it is further ordered that all 
proceedings in bankruptcy had before 
that day, in accordance with the Act last 
aforesaid, and being in substantial con- 
formity either with the provisions of 
these general orders, or else with the gen- 
eral orders established by this court 
under the Bankrupt Act of 1867 and with 
any general rules or special orders of the 
courts in bankrupicy, stand good, sub- 
ject, however, to such further regulation 
by rule or order of those courts as may be 
necessary or proper to carry into force 
and effect the Bankrupt Act of 1898 and 
the general orders of this court. 


I, 
DOCKET. 


* The clerk shall keep a docket, in which 
the cases shall be entered and numbered 
in the crder in which they are com- 
menced. It shati-contain a memorandum 
of the filing of the petition and of the ac- 
tion of the court thereon, of the refer- 
ence of the case to the referee, and of 
the transmission by him to the clerk of 
his certified record of the proceedings, 
with the dates thereof, and a memoran- 
dum of all proceedings in the case except 
those duly entered on the referee’s certi- 
fied record aforesaid. The docket shal} 
be arranged in a manner convenient for 
reference, and shall at all times be open 
to public inspection. 


Ii. 
FILING OF PAPERS. 
The clerk or the referee shall indorse on 
each paper filed with him the day and 


hour of filing, and a brief statement of 
its character. _ 





PROCESS. 

All process, summons and subpoenas 
shall issue out of the court, under th. 
seal thereof, and be tested by the clerk; 
and blanks, with the signature of the 








clerk and seal of the court, may, upon ap- 
plication, be furnished to the referees. 


iv. 
CONDUCT OF PROCEEDINGS. 


Proceedings in bankruptcy may be con- 
ducted by the bankrupt in person in his 
own behalf, or by a petitioning or oppos- 
ing creditor; but a creditor will only be 
allowed to manage before the court his 
individual interest. Every party may ap- 
pear and conduct the proceedings by at- 
torney, who shall be an attorney or coun- 
sellor authorized to practice in the circuit 
or district court. The name of the at- 
torney or counsellor, with his place of 
business, shall be entered upon the 
docket, with the date of the entry. All 
papers or proceedings offered by an at- 
torney to be filed shaje pe indorsed as 
above required, and orders granted on 
motion shall contain the name of the 
party or attorney making the motion No- 
tices and-orders which are~not, by the 
Act or by these general orders required 
to be served on the party personally may 
be served upon his attorney. 

Vv. 
FRAME OF PETITIONS. 

All petitions and the schedules filed 
therewith shall be printed or written out 
plainly, without abbreviation or interline- 
ation, except where such abbreviation 
and interlineation may be for the pur- 
pose of reference. 


vi. 


- PETITIONS IN DIFFERENT DISTRICTS 


In case two or more petitions shall be 
filed against the same individual in dif- 
ferent districts, the first hearing shall be 
had in the district in which the debtor 
has his domicil, and the petition may be 
amended by inserting an allegation of an 
act of bankruptcy committed at an ear- 
lier date than that first alleged, if such 
earlier act is charged in either of the 
other petitions; and in case of two or 
more petitions against the same partner- 
ship in different courts, each having ju- 
risdiction over the case, the petition first 
filed shall be first heard, and may be 
amended by the insertion of an allega- 
tion of an earlier act of bankruptcy than 
that first alleged, if such earlier act is 
charged in either of the other petitions; 
and in either case the proceedings upon 
the other petitions may be stayed until 
an adjudication is made upon the peti- 
tion first heard, and the court which 
makes the first adjudication of bank- 
ruptcy .shall retain jurisdiction over all 
proceedings therein until the same shall 
be closed. In case two or more petitions 
shall be filed in different districts by dif- 
ferent members of the same partnership 
for an adjudication of the bankruptcy of 
said partnership the court in which the 
petition is first filed, having jurisdiction, 
shall take and retain jurisdiction over all 
proceedings in such bankruptcy until the 
same shall be closed; and if such peti- 
tions shall be filed in the same district 
action shall be first had upon the one 
first filed. But the court so retaining 
jurisdiction shall, if satisfied that it is 
for the greatest convenience of parties in 
interest that another of said courts 
should proceed with the cases, order 
them to be transferred to that court, 


Vil. 
PRIORITY OF PETITIONS. 


Whenever two or more petitions shall 
be filed by creditors against a common 
debtor alleging separate acts of bank- 
ruptcy committed by said debtor on dif- 
ferent days within four months prior to 
the filing of said petitions, and the 
debtor shall appear and show cause 
against an adjudication of bankruptcy 
against him on the petitions, that peti- 
tion shall be first heard and tried which 
alleges the commission of the earliest act 
of bankruptcy; and in case the several 
acts of bankruptcy are alleged in the dif- 
ferent petitions to have been committed 
on the same day the court before which 
the same are pending may order them to 
be cOnsolidated and proceed to a hearing 








—~- 


as upon one petition; and if an adjudica- 

tion of bankruptcy be made upon either 

petition, or for the commission of a sin- 

gle act of bankruptcy, it shall not be 

= to proceed to a hearing upon 
e 

ings 


remaining petitions, unless proceed- 

be taken by the debtor for the 

purpose of causing such adjudication to 
be annulled or vacated. 


Vill. 


PROCEEDINGS IN PARTNERSHIP 
Cc. 


Any member of a partnership who re- 
fuses to join in a petition to have the 
partnership declared bankrupt shall be 
entitled to resist -the prayer of the peti- 
tion in the same manner as if the peti- 
tion had been filed by a ereditor of the 
partnership, and notice of the filing of 
the petition shall be given to him in the 
same manner as provided by law and by _ 
these rules in the a debtor pe- 
titioned against, and he shall have the 
right to appear at the time fixed by the 
court for the hearing of the petition, and 
to make proof, if he can, that the part- 
nership is not insolvent or has not com- 
mitted an act of bankruptcy, and to 
make all defenses which any debtor pro- 
ceeded against is entitled to make by the 
provisions of the act; and in case an ad- 
judication of bankruptcy is made upon 
the petition such partner shall be re- 
quired to file a schedule of his debts and 
an inventory of his property in the same 
manner as required by the act in cases 
of debtors against whom adjudication of 
bankruptcy shall be made. 


1x. 
SCHEDULE IN INVOLUNTARY 
RUPTCY. 


In all cases of involuntary bankruptcy 
in which the bankrupt is absent or can- 
not be found it shall be the duty of the 
petitioning creditor to file within five 
days after the date of the adjudication a 
schedule giving the names and places of 
residence of all the creditors of the bank- 
rupt, according to the best information 
of the petitioning creditor. If the debtor 
is found and is served with notice to 
furnish a schedule of his creditors and 
fails to do so the petitioning creditor 
may apply for an attachment against 
the debtor, or may himself furnish such 
schedule as aforesaid. 


x. 
INDEMNITY FOR EXPENSES. 


Before ineurring any expense in pub- 
lishing or mailing notices, or in travel- 
ing, or in procuring the attendance of 
witnesses, or in perpetuating testimony, 
the clerk, marshal or referee may re- 
quire from the bankrupt or other person 
in whose behalf the duty is to be per- 
formed indemnity for such expense. 
Money advanced for this purpose by the 
bankrupt or other person shall be repaid 
him out of the estate as part of the cost 
of administering the same. 


XI. 
AMENDMENTS, 


The court may allow amendments to 
the petition and schedules on application 
of the petitioner. Amendments shall be 
printed or written, signed and verified, 
like original petitions and schedules. If 
amendments are made to separate sched- 
ules the same must be made separately, 
with proper references, In the application 
for leave to amend the petitioner shall 
state the cause of the error in the paper 
originally filed. 


BANK- 


XII. 
DUTIES OF REFEREE. 


1. The order referring a case to a ref- 
eree shall name a day upon which the 
bankrupt shall attend before the referee; 
and from that day the bankrupt ghall be 
subject tu the orders cf the court in al! 
matters relating to his bankruptcy, and 
may receive frem the referee a protec- 
tion against arrest, to continue until the 
final adjudication on his application for a 
discharge, unless suspended or vacated 
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by order of the court. A copy of the 
order shall forthwith be sent by mail to 
the referee, or be delivered to him per- 
sonally by the clerk or other officer of 
the court. And thereafter all the pro- 
ceedings, except such as are required by 
the act or by these general orders to be 
had before the judge, shall be had before 
the referee. 

2. The time when and the place where 
the referees shall act upon the matters 
arising under the several cases referred 
to them shall be fixed by special order of 
the judge, or by the referee; and at such 
times and places the referees may per- 
form the duties which they are empow- 
ered by the act to perform. 

3. Applications for a discharge or ror 
the approval of a composition, or for an 
injunction to stay proceedings of a court 
or officer of the United States or of a 
state, shall be heard and decided by the 
judge. But he may refer such an appli- 
cafion, or any specified issue arising 
thereon, to the referee to ascertain and 
report the facts. 





XItl. 
APPOINTMENT AND REMOVAL OF 
TRUSTER. 


The appointment of a trustee by the 
creditors shall be subject to be approved 
or disapproved by the referee or by the 
judge; and he shall be removable by the 
judge only. 

XIV. 


NO OFFICIAL NOR GENERAL TRUS- 
TEE, 


No official trustee shall be appointed by 
the court, nor any general trustee to act 
in classes of cases. 


xv. 
TRUSTEE NOT APPOINTED IN CER- 
TAIN CASES. 


If the schedule of a voluntary bankrupt 
discloses no assets and if no creditor ap- 
pears at the first meeting, the court may, 
by order setting out the facts, direct that 
no trustee be appointed; but at any time 
thereafter a trustee may be appointed, if 
the court shall deem it desirable. If no 
trustee is appointed as aforesaid, the 
court may order that no meeting of the 
creditors other than the first meeting 
shall be called. 


xvi. 


NOTICE TO TRUSTEE OF HIS AP- 
POINTMENT. 


It shall be the duty of the referee, im- 
mediately upon the appointment and ap- 
proval of the trustee, to notify him in 
person or by mail of his appointment; 
and the notice shall require the trustees 
forthwith to notify the referee of his ac- 
ceptance or rejection of the trust, and 
shall contain a statement of the penal 
sum of the trustee’s bond. 


XVII. 
‘DUTIES OF TRUSTEE. 


The trustee shall, immediately upon en- 
tering upon his duties, prepare a com- 
plete inventory of all the property of the 
bankrupt that comes into his possession. 
The trustee shall make report to the 
court, within twenty days after receiving 
the notice of his appointment, of the ar- 
ticles set off to the bankrupt by him, ac- 
cording to the provisions of the forty- 
seventh section of the act, with the esti- 
mated value of each article, and any 
creditor may take exceptions to the de- 
termination of the trustee within twenty 
days after the filing of the report. The 
referee may require the exceptions to be 
argued before him, and shall certify them 
to the court for final determination at 
the request of either party. In case the 
trustee shall neglect to file any report 
or statement which it is made his duty to 
file or make by the act, or by any general 
order in bankruptcy, within five days 
after the same shall be due, it shall be 
the duty of the referee to make an order 
requiring the trustee to show cause be- 
fore the judge, at a time specified in the 
order, why he should not be removed 


— 


copy of the order to be served upon the 
trustee at least seven days before the 
time fixed for the hearing and proof of 
the service thereof to be delivered to the 
clerk. All accounts of trustees shall be 
referred as of course to the referee for 
audit, unless otherwise specially ordered 
by the court. 


XVIII. 
SALE OF PROPERTY. 


1. All sales shall be by public auction 
unless otherwise ordered by the court. 
2. Upon application to the court, and 
for good cause shown, the trustee may be 
authorized to sell any specified portion of 
the bankrupt’s estate at private sale; in 
which case he shall keep an accurate ac- 
count of each article sold, and the price 
received therefor, and to whom sold; 
which account he shall file at once with 
the referee. 

3. Upon petition by a bankrupt, cred- 
itor, receiver or trustee, setting forth 
that a part or the whole of the bank- 





rupt’s estate is perishable, the nature and 
location of such perishable estate, and 
that there will be loss if the same is not 
sold immediately, the court, if satisfied 
of the facts stated and that the sale is 
required in the interest of the estate, 
may order the same to be sold, with or 
without notice to the creditors, and the 
proceeds to be deposited in court. 


xXIx, 
ACCOUNTS OF MARSHAL. 


The marshal shall make return, under 
oath, of his actual and necessary ex- 
penses in the service of every warrant 
addressed to him, and for custody of 
property, and other services, and other 
actual and necessary expenses paid by 
him, with vouchers therefor whenever 
practicable, and also with a statement 
that the amounts charged by him are just 
and reasonable. 


xX. 
PAPERS FILED AFTER REFERENCE. 
Proofs of claims and other papers filed 


subsequently to the reference, except 
such as call for action by the judge, may 
be filed either with the referee or with 
the clerk. 

xXXiI. 


PROOF OF DEBT. 
1. Depositions to prove claims against 


a bankrupt’s estate shall be correctly en- 
titled in the court and in the cause. 
When made to prove a debt due to a 
partnership, it must appear on oath that 
the deponent is a member of the partner- 
ship; when made by an agent, the reason 
why the deposition is not made by the 
claimant in person must be stated; and 
when made to prove a debt due to a cor- 
poration, the deposition shall be made by 
the treasurer, or, if the corporation has 
no treasurer, by the officer whose duties 
most nearly correspond to those of treas- 
urer. Depositions to prove debts exist- 
ing in open account shall state when the 
debt became or will become due; and if it 
consists of items maturing at different 
dates the average due date shall be 
stated, in default of which it shall not 
be necessary to compute interest upon 
it. All such depositions shall contain an 
averment that no note has been received 
for such account, nor any judgment ren- 
dered thereon. Proofs of debt received 
by any trustee shall be delivered to the 
referee to whom the cause is referred. 

2. Any creditor may file with the referee 
a request that all notices to which he 
may be entitled shall be addressed to him 
at any place, to be designated by the 
postoffice box or street number, as he 
may appoint; and thereafter, and until 
some other designation shall be made by 
such creditor, all notices shal! be so ad- 
dressed; and in other cases notices shall 
be addressed as specified in the proof of 


debt. 

3. Claims which have been assigned be- 
fore proof shall be supported by a depo- 
sition of the owner at the time of the 
commencement of proceedings, setting 





from office. The referee shall cause a 





forth the true consideration of the debt 


and that it is entirely unsecured, or if 
secured, the security, as is required in 
proving seeured claims. Upon the filing 
of satisfactory proof of the assignment 
of a claim proved and entered on the ref- 
eree’s docket, the referee shall imme- 
diatly give notice by mail to the original 
claimant of the filing of such proof of 
assignment; and, if no objection be en- 
tered within ten days, or within further 
time allowed by the referee, he shall 
make an order subrogating the assignee 
to the original claimant. If objection 
be made, he shall proceed to hear and de- 
termine the matter. 

4. The claims of persons contingently 
liable for the bankrupt may be proved 
in the name of the creditor when known 
by the party contingently liable. When 
the name of the creditor is unknown, 
such claim may be proved in the name 
of the party contingently liable; but no 
dividend shall be paid upon such claim, 
except upon satisfactory proof that it 
will diminish pro tanto the original debt. 

5. The execution of any letter of attor- 
ney to represent a creditor, or of an as- 
signment of claim after proof, may be 
proved or acknowledged before a referee, 
or a United States commissioner, or a 
notary public. When executed on be- 
half of a partnership or of a corporation, 
the person executing the instrument shall 
make oath that he is a member of the 
partnership, or a duly authorized officer 
of the corporation on whose behalf he 
acts. When the person executing is not 
personally known to the officer taking 
the proof or acknowjJedgment, his iden- 
tity shall be established by satisfactory 
proof, 

6. When the trustees or any creditor 
shall desire the re-examination of any 
claim filed against the bankrupt’s estate, 
he may apply by petition to the referee 
to whom the case is referred for an order 
for such re-examination, and thereupon 
the referee shall make an order fixing 
a time for hearing the petition, of which 
due notice shall given by mail ad- 
dressed to the c ter. At the time ap- 
pointed the referee shall take the ex- 
amination of the creditor, and of any 
witnesses that may be called by either 
party, and if it shall appear from such 
examination that the claim ought to be 
expunged or diminished, the referee may 
order accordingly. 





XXII. 


TAKING OF TESTIMONY. 


The examination of witnesses before 
the referee may be conducted by the 
party in person or by his counsel or at- 
torney, and the witnesses shall be sub- 
ject to examination and cross-examina- 
tion, which shall be had in conformity 
with the mode now adopted in courts of 
law. A deposition taken upon an ex- 
amination before a referee shall be taken 
down in writing by him, or under his di- 
rection, in the form of narrative, unless 
he determines that the examination shall 
be by question and answer. When com- 
pleted it shall be read over to the wit- 
ness and signed by him in the presence 
of the referee. The referee shall note 
upon the deposition any question object- 
ed to, with his decision thereon; and the 
court shall have power to deal with the 
costs of incompetent, immaterial or ir- 
relevant depositions, or parts of them, as 
may be just. 


XXIII. 
ORDERS OF REFEREE. 


In all orders made by a referee it shall 
be recited, according as the fact may be, 
that notice was given and the manner 
thereof; or that the order was made by 
consent; or that no adverse interest was 
represented at the hearing; or that the 
order was made after hearing adverse 
interests. 

XXIV. 


TRANSMISSION OF PROVED CLAIMS 
TO CLERK. 


The referee shall forthwith transmit to 





the clerk a list of the claims proved 
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against. an estate, with the names and 
addresses of the proving creditors. 


xxXvVv. 
SPECIAL MEETING OF CREDITORS. 


Whenever, by reason of a vacancy in 
the office of trustee, or for any other 
cause, it becomes necessary to call a 
special meeting of the creditors in order 
to carry out the purposes of the act, the 
court may call such a meeting, specify- 
ing in the notice the purpose for which it 
is called. 

XXVI. 


ACCOUNTS OF REFEREE. 


Every referee shall keep an accurate 
account of his traveling and incidental 
expenses, and of those of any clerk or 
other officer attending him in the per- 
formance of his duties in any case which 
may be referred to him; and shall make 
return of the same under oath to the 
judge, with proper vouchers when 
vouchers can be procured, on the first 
Tuesday in each month. 


XXVIII. 
REVIEW BY JUDGE. 


When a bankrupt, creditor, trustee, or 
other person shall desire a review by the 
judge of any order made by the referee, 
he shall file with the referee his petition 
therefor, setting out the error com- 
plained of; and the referee shall forth- 
with certify to the judge the question 
presented, a summary of the evidence 
relating thereto, and the finding and 
order of the referee thereon. 


XXVIII. 


REDEMPTION OF PROPERTY AND 
COMPOUNDING OF CLAIMS. 


Whenever it may be deemed for the 
benefit of the estate of a bankrupt to re- 
deem and discharge any mortgage or 
other pledge, or deposit or lien, upon any 
property, real or personal, or to relieve 
said property from any conditional con- 
tract, and to tender performance of the 
conditions thereof, or to compound and 
settle any debts or other claims due or 
belonging to the estate of the bankrupt, 
the trustee, or the bankrupt, or any 
creditor who has proved his debt, may 
file his petition therefor; and thereupon 
the court shall appoint a suitable time 
and place for the hearing thereof, notice 
of which shall be given as the court shall 
direct, so that all creditors and other 
persons interested may appear and show 
cause, if any they have, why an order 
should not be passed by the court upon 
the petition authorizing such act on the 
part of the trustee. 


XXIX. 


PAYMENT OF MONEYS DEPOSITED. 


No moneys deposited as required by 
the act shall be drawn from the deposi- 
tory unless by check or warrant. signed 
by the clerk of the court, or by a trus- 
tee, and countersigned by the judge of 
the court, or by a referee designated for 
that purpose, or by the clerk or his as- 
sistant under an order made by the judge 
stating the date, the sum and the 
account for which it is drawn; and an 
entry of the substance of such check or 
warrant, with the date thereof, the sum 
drawn for, and the account for which it 
ls drawn, shall be forthwith made in a 
book kept for that purpose by the trustee 
or his clerk; and all checks and drafts 
shall be entered in the order of time in 
which they are drawn, and shall be num- 
bered in the case of each estate. A copy 
of this general order shall be furnished 
to the depository, and also the name of 
any referee or clerk authorized to coun- 
tersign said checks. 


xxx. 
IMPRISONED DEBTOR. 
If, at the time of preferring his peti- 





tion, the debtor shall be imprisoned, the 


court, upon application, may order him 
to be produced upon habeas corpus, by 
the jailer or any officer in whose custody 
he may be, before the referee, for the 
purpose of testifying in any matter re- 
lating to his bankruptcy; and, if com- 


mitted after the filing of his petition 


upon process in any civil action founded 
upon a claim provable in bankruptcy, 
the court may, upon like application, 
discharge him from such imprisonment. 
If the petitioner, during the pendency of 
the proceedings in bankruptcy, be ar- 
rested or imprisoned upon process in any 
civil action, the district court, upon his 
application, may issue a writ of habeas 
corpus to bring him before the court to 
ascertain whether such process has been 
issued for the collection of any claim 
provable in bankruptcy, and if so prova- 
ble he shall be discharged; if not, he 
shall be remanded to the custody in 
which he may lawfully be. Before grant- 
ing the order for discharge the court 
shall cause notice to be served upon the 
creditor or his attorney, so as to give 
him an opportunity of appearing and be- 
ing heard before the granting of the or- 
der. 


xXXXI. 
PETITION FOR DISCHARGE. 


The petition of a bankrupt for a dis- 
charge shall state concisely, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act and 
the orders of the court, the proceedings 
in the case and the acts of the bankrupt. 


XXXII. 


OPPOSITION TO DISCHARGE OR COM- 
POSITION. 


A creditor opposing the application of 
a bankrupt for his discharge, or for the 
confirmation of a composition, shall enter 
his appearance in opposition thereto on 
the day when the creditors are required 
to show cause, and shall file a specifica- 
tion in writing of the grounds of his op- 
position within ten days thereafter, un- 
less the time shall be enlarged by special 
order of the judge. 


XXXIII. 
ARBITRATION. 


Whenever a trustee shall make appli- 
eation to the court for authority to sub- 
mit a controversy arising in the settle- 
ment of a demand against a bankrupt’s 
estate, or for a debt due to it, to the de- 
termination of arbitrators, or for author- 
ity to compound and settle such con- 
troversy by agreement with the other 
party, the application shall clearly and 
distinctly set forth the subject-matter 
of the controversy, and the reasons why 
the trustee thinks it proper and most for 
the interest of the estate that the con- 
troversy should be setled by arbitration 
or otherwise. 


XXXIV. 
COSTS IN CONTESTED ADJUDICATIONS 


In cases of involuntary bankruptcy, 
when the debtor resists an adjudication, 
and the court, after hearing, adjudges 
the debtor a bankrupt, the petitioning 
creditor shall recover, and be paid out 
of the estate, the same costs that are al- 
lowed to a party recovering in a suit in 
equity; and if the petition is dismissed, 


the debtor shall recover like costs 
against the petitioner. 

XXXV. 
COMPENSATION OF CLERKS, REF- 


EREES AND TRUSTEES. 


1. The fees allowed by the act as to 
clerks shall be in full compensation for 
all services performed by them in regard 
to filing petitions or other papers re- 
quired by the act to be filed with them, 
or in certifying or delivering papers or 
copies of records to referees or other offi- 
cers, or in receiving or paying out 
money; but shall not include copies fur- 
nished to other persons, or expenses nec- 
essary incurred in publishing or mail- 
ing notices or other papers. 





2. The compensation of referees, pre- 

scribed by the act, shall be in full com- 
pensation for all services performed by 
them under the act, or under these gen- 
eral orders; but shall not include ex- 
penses necessarily incurred by them in 
publishing or mailing notices, in travel- 
ing, or in perpetuating testimony, or 
other expenses necessarily incurred in 
the performance of their duties under the 
act and allowed by special order of the 
judge. 
3. The compensation allowed to trus- 
tees by the act shall be in full compensa- 
tion for the services performed by them; 
but shall not include expenses neces- 
sarily incurred in the performance of 
their duties and allowed upon the set- 
tlement of their accounts. 

4. In any case in which the fees of the 
clerk, referee, and trustee are not re- 
quired by the act to be paid by a debtor 
before filing his petition to be faindsea 
a bankrupt, the judge, at any time dur- 
ing the pendency of the proceedings in 
bankruptcy, may order these fees to be 
paid out of the estate; or may, after no- 
tice to the bankrupt, and satisfactory 
proof that he then has or can obtain the 
money with which to pay those fees, or- 
der him to pay them within a time speci- 
fied, and, if he fails to do so, may order 
his petition to be dismissed. 


XXXVI. 
APPEALS. 


1. Appeals from a court of bankruptcy 
to a circuit court of appeals, or to the 
supreme court of a territory, shall be al- 
lowed by a judge of the court appealed 
from or of the court appealed to, and 
shall be regulated, except as otherwise 
provided in the act, by the rules govern- 
ing appeals in equity in the courts of the 
United States. 

2. Appeals under the act to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States from 
a circuit court of appeals, or from the 
supreme coudt of a Territory, or from 
the suprere court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, or from any court of bankruptcy 
whatever, shall be taken within thirty 
days after the judgment or decree, and 
shall be allowed by a judge of the court 
appealed from, or by a justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

3. In every case in which either party 
is entitled by the act to taken an appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the nited 
States, the court from which the appeal 
lies shall, at or before the time of en- 
tering its judgment or decree, make and 
file a finding of the facts, and its conclu- 
sions of law thereon, stated separately; 
and the record transmitted to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States on 
such an appeal shall consist only of the 
pleadings, the judgment or decree, the 
finding of facts, and the conclusions of 
law. 


XXXVII. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS. 


In proceedings in equity, instituted for 
the purpose of carrying into effect the 
provisions of the act, or for enforcing 
the rights and remedies given by it, the 
rules of equity practice established by 
the Supreme Court of the United States 
shall be followed as nearly as may be. 
In proceedings at law, instituted for the 
same purpose, the practice and proced- 
ure in cases at law shall be followed as 
nearly as may be. But the judge may, 
by special order in any case, vary the 
time allowed for return of process, for 
appearance and pleading, and for taking 
testimony and publication, and may 
otherwise modify the rules for the prep- 
aration of any particular case so as to fa- 
cilitate a speedy hearing. 


XXXVIII. 
FORMS. 


The several forms annexed to these 
general orders shall be observed and 
used with such alterations as may be 





necessary to suit the circumstances of 
any particular case, 
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BAR AND LAW LIBRARY ASSOCIATIONS. 





pps am a 
President—Joseph H. Cho 


“John Hinkley” oa Wk 4 


Treasurer—Francis Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF on. 


(Organi tea August 15, 1895. 
President—Ernest L. Florance, N 5 ; 
New York. 


Senet corge 8. Hall, 
Treasurer—E. < ticaredl, New York City. 
CANADIAN BAR ASSOCIATION. 
President—J. E. Robidoux, Quebec. 
—Alexander Falconer, Montreal. 
. B. Carter, Montreal. 


STATE ASSOCIATIONS. 


(Organized J 15, 1879.) 
anuary 
Presideat—John D. Roquemore, M le 
d Treasurer—Alex. Troy, tgomery 
On a pe 
( ez 4 
en I 4 alony, Juneaa. 
Secretary—F. D. , Juneau. 
Alfred S Dety, Juneau. 


ARIZONA. 
(Organized March 4, 1894.) 
Greretary Wane 7 Halling Phoenix. 
— e 8, 
Treasurer— Walter Bennet : 


ARKANSAS. 
(Organized March 15, 1882.) 

President—M. ‘.. sand Helena. 

Secretary—G. W. mage ars atm 


(Organized a September 9, 1897.) 
President—Charies E. Gast, Pueblo. 
Secretary and Se W. Hoyt, Denver. 


Organized J “5 5 1875. 
( une ) 
President—Charles E. Perkins, Hartford. 
Secretary—Charles M. Joslyn, Hartford. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
( Organized June 5, 1874.) 
vis, Wash 


President—Henry” E. — 7e=. 


Secretary— W ill M 
Treasurer—Charles H. “Cragin, ashington. 


pas wl 
(Organized August 1, 1883.) 
Ne th gr m Fg horter, Lexington. 
Secretary. arks, Macon. 
Treasurer—Z. D. 
Org: ” J —— i 
(Organi rd, Chi 4, ) 
President—Harvey B. Hurd 
Secretary and Treasurer—J 
vi 
(Organized June 23, 1896. 
President—John R. Wilson, Indian 
—Noble CG. Butler, Indianapolis 
Treasurer—Theodore P. Davis, Noblesville. 


10WA. 
( ized December 27, 1894.) 
Prestient—5. 0 On aby, Garnavillo. 
——— rey Wright, Tipten 
—G. F. Henry, Des come. 


KANBAS. 
(Organized January 9, 1883.) 
Secretary—C. J. Brown, Topeka 
—C. J. Brown, Topeka. 
Treasurer—A. A. Goddard, Topeka. 
KENTUCK 


—— Y 
Secretary—J. G » Beene, Fran 


UISIANA. 
(Organised June 23, 1883.) 
President—J. W. burgess, Baton 
Secretary—T. Sambola Jones, Baton 


MAINE. 
(Organized March 1%, 1897.) 
President—Charies E. Littletield, 
Secretary and Treasurer— Leslie C. Cornieh, Augusta. 
MARYLAND. 
(Organized August 28, 18¥6.) 
President—John Pr Prestios ~~ 
Secretary—Conway W. Sams timore. 
Treasurer— Moses W Walter. 
MICHIGAN, 

(Organized June 1, 1890.) 
President—'Thomas K. Barkworth, Jackson. 
Secretary— William 8. Cobb, Jackson. 
Treasurer—Charles E. Townsend, Jackson, 

MINN 
(Organized October 2, 1883.) 
President—Moses E ior Mane St. Paul. 
Secretary —Carl Taylor, Minneapolis 
easurer— David — Minneapol a. 


S8188IPP}. 
President— Robert Lowry. Jackson. 
—W. R. Harper, Jackson. 


, Springfield. 


Y. 
Henderson. 
fort. 


MISSOURI 
(Organized December 29, 1880.) 
President—Selden P. , St Louis. 
Se .retary—J. J. Raseah Chaviostox 
freasurer—W. B. Teaddale, ity. 
MONTANA. 


(Organized January 8, 1885.) 
secretary — Ba wae. Teansell: Helens. 
—Edw: a. 
F. D. Miracle Helena. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE, (Northern.) 


(Organized November 24, 1882.) 


Sere Will, Bue Bingham, Littleton. 
—Will ll P, Buckley, Lancaster. 
Ss Dow, Woodsville. 


NEW HAMPSHIRx, (Southern) 
(Organized November 28, 1891.) 
President - Isaac W. Smith, Manchester. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Arthur H. Chase, Concord 
NEW MEXICO. 
(Organized January 19, 1886.) 
President—A. B. Fall, Las Cruces. 
Secretary— Edward L. Bartlett, Santa Fe. 
Treasurer—George W. Knaebel, Santa Fe. 
NEW YORK. 
(Organized May 3, 1876.) 
a ant gg, w. 1 Albany. 
Secertary—L. B. Proctor, Alban 
Treasurer— Henry A. Peckham, Titbany. 
OKLAHOMA. 


President—John I. Dille, El Reno. 
Secretary—Ed W. Jones, Guthrie. 
Treasurer—S. 5. Lawrence, Guthrie. 


OHIO. 
(Organized July 8, 1880.) 
President— Virgil y Kline, Cleveland. 
B. Arnol 





Secretary— , Corambua, 
‘Treasurer—L. . Pike, Toledo. 
OREGON. 
me October 18, 1890.) 
Pr Lowell, Pendleton. 


ee eee Reed, Portiana 
Treasurer—Chas. J. Schnabel, Portland. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
(Organized January 16, 1895.) 
President—Judge S. Woodward, Wilkesbarre. 
Secretary—Edward P. Allison, Philadelphia. 
Treasurer— William Penn Lloyd, Mechanicaburg. 
RHODE ISLAND 
(Organized May 14, 1898.) 
President—Francis Colwell, Providence. 
Secretary— William A. Morgan, Providence 
Treasurer— William H Sweetland, Providence. 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
(Organized December 11, 1884.) 
Seoretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia. 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
(Organized December 7, 1897. 
President — Bartlett Tripp Yankton 
Secretary—John H. Voorhees, Sioux Falls. 
Treasurer—Ivan W. son — 


(Organised Ju July, 1882.) 
President—J. W. Bonner, Nashville. 
secretary and Treasurer—Chas. M. Burch, Nashville 


TEXAS. 
(Organized July i5, 1882.) 
President F J. Dillard, Sherman. 
Secretary—Charles S. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer— William D. Williams, Fort Worth. 


UTAH. 
(Organized January, 18%.) 
President—C. S. Varion, Salt Lake. 
Secretary—C. S. Kinney, Salt Lake. 
Treasurer—George L. ¥e, Salt Lake. 


VERMONT. 
ized November 14, 1878.) 


(Or 
President—W. —_— ye —~ = 
secretary—George W. Wing, Montpeler 
Treasurer—Hiram Carleton, Montpelier. 
VIRGINIA. 

anized July 6. 1488.) 
President—Jobe ¢ = a City. 
Secretary and E. C. Massie, Richmond. 

WASHINGTON 


ized January 19, 1888.) 
President—T. L. Stiles, Tacoma. 
Secretary—Nathan 8. Porter, Ulympia 
Treasurer— William A. Peters, ttle. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
(Organized July 8, 1888.) 
panene—S. Cc. MEeieg Whe Martinsburg. 
Secretary —James Ew Wheeling. 
Treasurer—W. N. Miller, Parkersburg 
=e. 
(Organized January 9, 1478.) 
Presijent—J. B. Casseday, Madieon. 
Secre ‘ary—Cornelius I. aring Milwaukee. 





Treasurer—C. M. Willi vmson. 


Treas 1irer—Burr W. Jones Madison. 








ALABAMA. 

The Birmingham Bar Association at a 
recent meeting elected John W. Tomlin- 
son president. The question of changing 
the constitution and by-laws was dis- 
cussed by John London, E. K. Campbell, 
J. L. Cole, J. R. Harsh, H. R. Dill, 8S. D. 
Weakley, B. M. Allen, J. J. Garrett, Lee 
Cc. Bradley and others. Finally, on mo- 
tion of E. K. Campbell, S. D. Weakley, G. 
R. Harsh and John W. Tomlinson were 
appointed as a special committee to com- 
pose new rules and regulations for the 
association. 


CONNECTICUT. 


The Probate Judges’ Association held 
a meeting recently at Hartford. They 
discussed matters pertaining to the pro- 
bating of wills and other matters relating 
to the business of probate courts. Judge 
J. Hurlburt White, the ex-judge of the 
Hartford Probate District, was present 
and took part in the discussions. He gave 
valuable information to the other judges. 

The following judges were present: 
Martin H. Smith of Suffield, presiding; 
Joseph B. Banning of Deep River, secre- 
tary; J. S. Woodford of-Avon, Roswell H. 
Phelps of East Granby, Mahon H. Ban- 
croft of Warehouse Point, George M. 
Carrington of Winsted, Lester D. Phelps 
of Rockville, Jason C. Fenn of Terryville, 
Lynde A. Catlin of Woodstock, H. P. 
Buell of Colchester, Marshall Porter of 
Hebron, John Q. Thayer of Meriden, 
Isaac Gillette of Lebanon, David K. Ste- 
vens of Killingworth and Marcus B. 
Fisk of Stafford Springs. 


The Litchfield County Bar Association 
recently gave a banquet at Winsted, the 
occasion being the one-hundredth anni- 
versary of the Superior Court for Litch- 
field County. Judge James Huntington, 
president of the association, presided as 
toastmaster. One of the wittiest, most 
eloquent and impressive addresses was 
made by Judge Donald J. Warner, whose 
memory of law practice extends over a 
period of nearly 60 years. He was re- 
ceived with great applause. Judge Rora- 
back. spoke most eloquently concerning 
bygone days, and paid an affectionate 
tribute to Judge Warner and Judge An- 
drews. Judge Ralph Wheeler made a 
fine speech, in which he expressed his 
great pleasure at being present. He said 
the sociability of Litchfield County law- 
yers was well known and remarked upon 
all over the State, and judges deemed it 
a pleasure to preside in the county. 

Other witty and entertaining addresses 
were made by L. J. Nickerson and Hu- 
bert Williams of Salisbury. 

INDIANA. 

The Vigo Bar Association held a meet- 
ing recently at Terre Haute to take ac- 
tion on the death of the late P. B. O’Reil- 
ly. Judge Piety presided, and A. J. Kelly 
was chosen secretary. The following com- 
mittees were appointed. 

Resolutions—Judge Piety, 
son and T. W. Harper. 

Arrangements—John E. Cox, W. A. 
Keerns and A. J. Kelley. 

Messrs. W. E. McLean, T. B. Long and 
I. N. Pierce were selected as pall bearers. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 

The Hampden County Bar Association 
met at Springfield recently to take action 
on the death of Frank S. Rice. A com- 
mittee consisting of W. G. McKechnie, H. 
Cc. Bliss and H. A. King was appointed 
to draw up resolutions, and the following 
committee was appointed to attend the 
funeral: W. G. McKechnie, H. C. Bliss, 
F. E. Carpenter, D. E. Webster, C. W. 
Bosworth, C. H. Barrows and H. A. King. 

At a meeting of the Hampshire Bar As- 
sociation held recently at Amherst, Judge 
William G. Bassett, District Attorney J. 
C. Hammond and W. J. Reilley were ap- 


R. B. Stim- 


pointed a committee to draw up resolu- 
tions on the death of Wolcott Hamlin. 
MISSOURI. 


At a recent meeting of the St. Louis 
Bar Association the following officers 
were elected: I. H. Lionberger, presi- 
dent; E. C. Eliot, Edward Cunningham 














406 


= 





S——— 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





—— 


and Thomas B. Harvey, vice-presidents; 
J. A. Webb, secretary; S. Christie, 
treasurer; John F. Green, member of the 
Executive Committee; W. D. Coles, W. S. 
Hancock, F. W. Lehman and H. T. Kent, 
members of the Committee on Admis- 
sions. 

The Kansas City Bar Association re- 
cently elected the following officers: Mil- 
ton Moore, President; E. F. Rozell and 
H. C. McDougal, Vice-Presidents; T. H. 
McNeil, Secretary; Dunton Dunn, Treas- 
urer; Henry D. Ashley, member Execu- 
tive Committee; A. F. Smith and Samuel 
W. Moore, members Committee on’ Ad- 
mission. 

The next meeting of the State Bar As- 
sociation will be held in St. Louis either 
in February or March. This was decided 
by the Executive Committee in the pri- 
vate office of Judge Selden P. Spencer at 
a recent meeting, at which the following 
members were present: Judge J. F. 
Green, De Soto; Judge W. B. Teasdale, 
Kansas City; Selden P. Spencer, St. 
Louis; J. J. Russell, Charleston; W. W. 
Matson, Louisiana, and Judge Elijah 
Robinson, Kansas City. 

Judge David Breker, Associate Justice 
of the United States Supreme Court, will 
deliver the annual address. Among ques- 
tions that will be treated by speakers are 
“The Need of a Constitutional Conven- 
tion in the States;” “How Can Criminal 
Costs Be Reduced;” “‘The Federal Judi- 
ciary.”’ 

NEBRASKA. 

Tributes to the memories of the late 
Champion Spaulding Chase and Charles 
Offutt were paid by the bar of Douglas 
County recently in Judge Slabaugh’s 
court room, Omaha. Judges Fawcett, 
Keysor and Slabaugh sat en banc, with 
Judge Fawcett presiding. 

The resolutions in memory of Col. 
Chase were presented by a committee 
composed of E. M. Bartlett, J. M. Wool- 
worth, E. Wakely, George W. Doane and 
J. C. Cowin, and those respecting Mr. Of- 
futt by W. W. Morsman, Silas Cobb, 
Francis A. Brogan, John L. Webster and 
Charles J. Greene, the committee which 
had prepared them. Eloquent eulogies 
were paid the deceased by Judge E. 
Wakeley, Silas Cobb, Simeon Bloom, C. 
A. Baldwin, Charles J. Greene and others. 


NEW YORK. 


The Buffalo Bar Association has ceased 
to exist. A meeting of the members of 
the association was held recently at the 
office of George Gorham, No. 38 White 
Building. Twenty-five members were 
present. The Hon. Sherman S. Rogers 
presided and Joseph V. Seaver acted as 
secretary. After a brief discussion it 
was resolved unanimously to disband. 

Mr. Gorman, the treasurer, had on 
hand in 1878 a balance of $700, which fund 
placed at interest now amounts to 
$1,366.27. This money will be divided 
among the thirty-three surviving mem- 
bers. 

The Buffalo Bar Asscciation is a dis- 
tinct organization and should not be con- 
founded with the Erie County Bar As- 
sociation. 

The surviving members of the defunct 
association are James M. Humphrey, 
George Wadsworth, Franklin D. Locke, 
Arthur W. Hickman, Truman C. White, 
Spencer Clinton, George Starr Potter, L. 
L. Lewis, William C. Fitch, Joseph V. 
Seaver, O. F. Barton, E. C. Robbins, 
James E. Ford, John G. Milburn, Mark 
B. Moore, Charles W. Goodyear, Sherman 
S. Rogers, Daniel W. Lockwood, Wilson 
S$. Bissell, Charles D. Marshall, Frank R. 
Perkins, George J. Sicard, David F. Day, 
James C. Fullerton, Edward Michael, 
Josiah Cook, O. O. Cottle, John C, 


Graves, Edward C. Hawks, D. H. Mec- 
Millan, Lyman M. Baker and George 
Gorham. 


OHIO. 

President W. Z. Davis presided at a 
recent meeting of the Marion Bar Associ- 
ition in memory of John A. Wolford. C. 
Cc. Fisher submitted the report of the 
Yommittee on Resolutions, which was 
unanimously adopted. 


_ J. W. Clapp. 





OREGON, 


The Oregon Bar Association convened 
in annual meeting in the United States 
courtroom, Portland, at 10.30 o'clock, 
Nov. 15. 8, A. Lowell, of Pendleton, was 
in the chair, and Sanderson Reed, the 
Secretary, was in attendance. 

This is the first time the association 
has met in November, its annual meet- 
ings heretofore being held in August, but 
at the last meeting it was decided to 
make the change, November being con- 
sidered a better month for lawyers out 
of town to attend. W. R,. Thompson, of 
Seattle, delivered an address on “Fo- 
rensic Emotionalism.” The Good and 
Bad Features of the Jury System’’ was 
the subject of addresses delivered by 
Thomas N. Strong and Rufus Mallory 
The evening session was devoted to an 
address by C. E. 8S. Wood on ‘Medical 
Expert Testimony.” The President’s an- 
nual address was listened to with 
marked attention at the opening of the 
second day’s session. Up to the time of 
going to press we have not been able to 
obtain the names of the officers elected 
for the ensuing year. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The memorial meeting of the Pittsburg 
Bar Association recently held to pass 
resolutions on the death of James M. 
Cook, was exceedingly well attended. W. 
B. Rodgers was President and the fol- 
lowing were Vice-Presidents: E. H. 
Stowe, J. D. Shafer, J. M. Kennedy, J. 
W. Over, Johns McCleave, Esq., J. F. 
Edmundson, Marcus A, Woodward, and 
George N. Munro. The secretaries were 
William M. Adison, E. C. Brock and H. 
S. Floyd. 

Addresses eulogistic of the dead attor- 
ney were made by W. B. Rodgers, John 
S. Robb, Sr., Thomas B. Alcorn, Frank 
McGill and John F. Edmundson, The 
Committee on Resolutions, consisting of 
L. B. D. Reese, Thomas Alcorn, Samuel 
McClay, J. R. Sterritt and Walter Lyon, 
presented its report, which was unani- 
mously adopted. 

At a recent meeting of the Northum- 
berland County Bar at Milton, Chairman 
Cc. R. Savidge appointed James C. Pack- 
er, S. P. Wolverton, George Hill, Frank- 
lin Bound and C. M, Clement a Commit- 
tee on Resolutions on the death of Peter 
L. Hackenberg. 

TENNESSEE. 

The Memphis Bar Association recently 
met to receive the report of the Commit- 
tee on Resolutions on the death of Judge 
The committee was com- 
posed of Casey Young, Chairman; C. F. 
Vance, J. H. Watson, William M. Smith, 
Luke W. Finlay, F. T. Edmondson. 

WISCONSIN. 

The Milwaukee Bar Association met in 
the United States courtroom recently 
and adopted a memorial as prepared by 
Joshua Stark, Alfred L. Cary, G. W. Ha- 
zleton, E. Mariner and Horace A. J. Up- 
ham, upon the death of the late Wallace 
Wilson Graham, the pioneer Milwaukee 
lawyer. Short addresses in memory of 
Mr. Graham were made by Joshua Stark, 
F. B. Van Valkenburgh, D. 8S. Ordway 
and T. J. Pereles. 

The meeting of the Bar Association 
was attended by Gen. Winkler, Joshua 
Stark, Judge Mann, Judge Sutherland, 
A. L. Cary, J. G. Flanders, David S. Ord- 
way, H. A. J. Upham, C. T. Hickox, F. 
B. Van Valkenburgh, Francis Bloodgood, 
George C. Markham, A. C, May, T. J. 
Pereles, G. D. Goff, C. F. Hunter, E. M. 
Frost, E. S. Moe, Lewis M. Ogden, Frank 
M. Hoyt, C. I. Haring, and others, 

=«-_-e— 

Clerk of Court—Gentlemen of the jury, 
have you agreed on a verdict? 

Foreman—We have. 

Clerk—What say you? Do you find the 
prisoner at the bar guilty or not guilty? 

Foreman—We do. 

Clerk—You do? Do what? 

Foreman—We find the prisoner at the 
bar guilty or not guilty; you see, six of 
us find him guilty and six of us not 
guilty, so we’ve agreed—to let it go at 
that. 
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LAWYERS. 


Where they are— What they are doing—What is eaid 
of them. —Ch in partmerships— Removals— 
‘essional news items. 


~ —_——een 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Bridgeport, Conn.—John W. Lewis has 
opened an office here. 

Bridgeport, Ct.—Henry H. Sanford, of 
New Milford, has located here. 

Hartford, Conn.—George B. Thayer has 
opened offices in the First National Bank 
Building. 

Dover, Del.—W. M. Hope, of Omaha, 
has located here. 

Wilmington, Del.—Samvuel 8S. Adams, 
Jr., and Harry Joslyn have formed a 
partnership under the firm name of Jos- 
lyn & Adams. 

Wilmington, Del.—Robert H. Richards 
of Georgetown has located here and 
formed a partnership with High C. 
Browne and Philip L. Garrett. 

Bath, Me.—William E, Kinney, of Saco, 
has located here. 7 

Athol, Mass.—Thomas E. Carrigan of 
Worcester and J. E. Connelly have been 
in this city recently, with a view of locat- 
ing here. 

Boston, Mass.—Clarence A. Bunker of 
Wellesley Hills, has located here with 
offices at 5 Tremont street. 











Gardner, Mass.—Charles Abbott, of 
Denver, has located here. 
Chatham, Mass.—Heman A. Harding 


has opened an office here. 

North Adams, Mass.—Edwin K. Mc- 
Peck has resumed the practice in this 
city. 

Bellows Falls, Vt.—B. M. Dimmick of 
Cavendish, has located here. 

East Fairfield, Vt.—George S. 
has opened an office here. 

Marshfield, Vt.—Frank J. Marshall has 
located here. 

Montgomery, Vt.—Charles Stratton has 
located here and formed a partnership 
with Attorney Kelton. 

St. Johnsbury, Vt.—G. Clinton Frye has 
opened an office here. 


Burleson 





—- 


MIDDLE STATES. 


Washington, D. C.—Walter W. War- 
wick, chief clerk in the office of the Con- 
troller of the Treasury, has resigned, and 





- will open an office in Cincinnati. 
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Paterson, N. J.—William H. Young has 
opened an office at 8 Bank street. 

Rutherford, N. J.—Cook Conkling and 
Luther Shafer have formed a partnership 
under the firm name of Shafer & Conk- 
ling. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—Sickmon, Forsyth, Vroo- 
man & Fish have dissolved. Assistant 
District-Attorney Sickmon and Charles 
E. Forsyth have formed a partnership, 
while Dow Vrooman and Norman D. Fish 
have formed a partnership. 

Clayton, N. Y.—John 
opened an office here. 

Franklin, N. Y.—Robert T. Johnson 
and Edward A. Mackey have formed a 
partnership. 

New York City.—Richard M. Farries 
of Florida, N. Y., has located here with 
offices at 55 Broadway. 

New York City.—S. Vilas Beckwith and 
Frederic R. Kellogg have formed a part- 
nership under the firm name of Kellogg 
& Beckwith, with offices at 52 Broadway. 

Owego, N. Y.—Martin-S. Lynch and 
Clarence I. Nixon have formed a partner- 
ship. . 

Oswego, N. Y.—Albert J. Oot and Shel- 
den Brownell! will form a partnership and 
locate at Syracuse. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—L. Ogden Wadleigh 
has opened an office in this city. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—Eugene H. Sherman 
of Utica has located here, and formed a 
partnership with H. C. Wallace. 

Utica, N. Y., George Norton of Water- 
ville has opened an office here. 

Watertown, N. Y.—Abner B. Brown has 
opened an office here. 

Bedford, Pa.—Robert McNamara has 
opened an office in the Ridenour block. 

Eldred, Pa.—John Haughney has l- 
cated here. 

Latrobe, Pa.—J. S. Lightcap of Greens- 
burg has located here. 

Marietta, Pa.—Christopher Hager of 
Philadelphia has located here, 

Philadelphia, Pa.—J. H. Pomeroy of 
Shenandoah has located here. 

Pittsburg, Pa.—Boyd R. 
Blairsville has located here. 


Pittsburg, Pa.—John R. Scott of Get- 
tysburg has located here, and has be- 
come a member of White & Childs. 

Reading, Pa.—Reading’s new lawyers 
have opened offices as follows: Harry D. 
Schaeffer, 526 Washington street: Paul H. 
Price will remain with E. H. Shearer; J. 
Milton Miller has an office with Jacobs & 
Keiser; Harry F. Kantner, offices with 
Stevens & Stevens; George J. Humbert, 
offices in the Livingston Building. 
i. — —— 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


Montgomery, Ala.—R. L. Harmon of 
Troy has located here and formed a part- 
nership with J. D. and C .H. Roquemore. 

Pine Bluff, Ark.—Benjamin J. Altheim- 
er and N. T. White have formed a@ part- 
nership wnder the firm name of White & 
Altheimer. 

Atlanta, Ga.—J. S. Slicer 
Va., has located in this city. 

Columbus, Ga.—W. A. Wimbish, John 
D. Little and Edgar A. Burts have 
formed a partnership. 

Elberton, Ga.—T. J. 
has located here 
_ Natchez, Miss.—Claude V. Pintard and 
Edward H. Ratcliff have formed a part- 
nership. 

Charleston, S. C.—F. G. Tomkins of Co- 
lumbia has located here. 

Colorado City, Tex.—G. W. Smith of 
Houston has located here and will assume 
the practice of W. R. Smith, who has 
been elected to the district bench. 

Gonzales, Tex.—E. C. Lamkin has lo- 
cated here. 

Houston, Tex.—T. S. Reese, Harry Mas- 
terson and J. L. Hudson have formed a 
partnership. Pe 


O'Leary has 


Ewing of 





of Bedford, 


Brown of Hartwell 





CENTRAL STATES. 


Marlow, Ill.—George Putty, of Duncan, 
has located here. 

Elwood, Ind.—J. C. Dean has resumed 
the practice here. 

Frankllin, Ind.—L. E. 
opened an office here. 

Goshen, Ind.—Baker & Miller have dis- 
solved, and James Drake of Lagrange, lo- 
cating here and succeeding Francis E. 
Baker of the firm, who was elected to the 
Supreme Court Bench, The new firm will 
be known as Miller & Drake L. W. Vail 
and E. D. Salisbury have dissolved also, 
each continuing the practice alone. 

Muncie, Ind.—Charles A. McGonigle of 
Valparaiso has located here 

North Vernon, Ind.—Lawrence & Bun- 
dy have dissolved. Lawrence & Lawrence 
succeed to the business. 

Dubuque, Ia.—Judge 
sumed the practice. 

Farmington, Ia.—Willis B 
located here. 

Atchison, Kan.—D. O. Potts 
an office in this city. 

Seneca, Kan.—S. P. Nold of Goff has lo- 
cated here. Mr. Nold was recently elect- 
ed County Attorney of Nemaha County. 

Wichita, Kan.—Harry Dedrick has dis- 
solved his partnership and is practicing 
alone. 

Dixon, Ky.—Judge John G. Bailey con- 
templates locating at Princeton, Ind., and 
forming a partnership with his son, Ed- 
gar H. Bailey. 

Ann Arbor, Mich.—W. W 
and M. J. Cavanaugh hav: 
partnership, to commence th¢ 
year. 

Alpena, Mich.—Charles R 
Sable has located here. 

Lansing, Mich.—Dean & 
dissolved. 

Marengo, Mich.—C. S. Lake has decided 
to go to Marion to reside and open a law 
office, either there or in Cedar Rapids. 

Mason, Mich.—Cummins & McArthur 
will dissolve the first of January, Mr. 
Cummins will go to Lansing and Mr. Mc- 
Arthur will remain here 

Muskegon, Mich.—Chamberlain & Cross, 


Ritchey has 


Husted has re- 
Newbold has 


has opened 


Wedemeyer 
formed a 
first of the 


Henry of Au 


Hooker have 


composed of D. T. Chamberlain and 
Charles B. Cross, have dissolved. 
Bird Island, Minn.—H. C. Barry has 


opened an office here. 

Manakato, Minn.—Judge J. O. Andrews 
of South Dakota, has located here. 

Osakis, Minn.—E. R. Ruggles has lo- 
cated here. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Karnes, Holmes & 
Krauthoff will dissolve the first of the 
year, D. B. Holmes withdrawing. Frank 
Hagerman will take Mr. Holmes’ place in 
the firm, which will be composed of J. V. 
C. Karnes, Frank Hagerman and L., C. 
Krauthoff, the name firm to be 
Karnes, Hagerman & Krauthoff. 

Springfield, Mo.—Prosecuting Attorney 
Wear and his assistant, T. H. McGregor, 
have formed a partnership under the firm 
name of Wear & McGrego 

Lincoln, Neb.—Ames & Pe 


of the 


tis have dis- 


solved. J. H. Broady and E. F. Pettis 
have formed a partnership 
Akron, O.—N. M. Weyrick of Millheim 


has located here. 

Bellefontaine, O.—John P. Bower of 
Huntsville, has located here and formed a 
partnership with Dow Aikin 

Bettsville, O.—Leo Boner has opened an 
office here. 

Cincinnati, O.—Charles S. Furber and 
Herbert Jackson, composing the firm of 
Furber & Jackson, have dissolved. 

Cleveland.—O. A. Lewenthal of Green- 
ville, Miss., has located here 

Geneva, O.—F. R. Smith and John Copp 
have formed a partnership 

Mt. Vernon, O.—Judge Clark Irvine has 
opened an office here. 

Peebles, O.—Ray W. Tener 
an office here. 


has opened 





Jefferson, Wis.—Wieman & Buchheit 
have dissolved. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—Jones & Lewis, com- 
posed of D. Lloyd Jones and Pinkney G. 
Lewis, have dissolved. 

Oshkosh, Wis.—W. E. Hurlburt of St. 
Albans, Vt., has located here. 

—_—__ 


PACIFIC STATES. 


Cal.—W. R. Henderson has 
Attorney 
to locate 


Colton, 
abandoned the practice here. 
Kennedy of Vallejo intends 
here, 


Denver, Colo.—Mrs. Clara Foltz of New 
York city and San Francisco has located 
in this city, with offices in the Equitable 
building. She will engage in the general 
practice of law and will give special at- 
tention to mining law, and will handle 
investments in safe mining properties. 
She has established a weekly paper, 
ealled the Mecca. The first number ap- 
peared Nov. 12. 


Los Angeles, Cal.—George E. Corbin of 
Denver has located here. 


Portland, Ore.—Otto J. Kraemer has 
associated himself as a partner with 
Chamberlain & Thomas. The new firm 
will be Chamberlain, Thomas & Krae- 
mer. 


Salem, Ore.—J. A. Jeffrey of White & 
Jeffrey of Medford has opened an office 
here. Mr. White will have charge of the 
Medford office. 

Spokane, Wash.—G. M. Nethercutt has 
opened an office in this city. 


+e 


CANADA. 


Moncton, N. B.—G. L. Harris has 
opened an office here. 

Kincardine, Ont.—Klein & Ferguson 
have opened an office here. Mr. Klein 
will continue the office at Walkertown, 
and Mr. Ferguson, who comes from 
Cornwall, will have charge of the office 
here. 


Toronto, 
opened an office in 
building. 

Toronto, Ont.—C. E. Hollinrake has 
opened an office at 5 Toronto street, 
Montreal, P. Q@. Robert M. Harper and 
H. V. Truell have formed a partnership 
with offices in the Temple building. 

Windsor, Ont.—H. O. McLatchy 
opened an office here. 

Windsor, Ont.—G. J. Leggatt has re- 
tired from the firm of Patterson, Leg- 
gatt, Murphy & Sale and will locate in 
Detroit. 


Ont.—L. F. Stephens has 
the Canada Life 


has 


———_—__—» ee ————_— 


A young woman from the country was 
suing her ex-sweetheart for breach of 
promise, and the lawyers were, as usual, 
making all sorts of inquisitive interroga- 
tories. 

“You say,” remarked 
defendant frequently sat 
you?” 

“Yes, sir,” was the reply, with a hectic 
flush. 

“How close?” 

“Close enough so’s one chair 
the setting room we needed.” 

“And you say he put his arm around 
you?” 

“No, I didn’t.” 

“What did you say, then?’ 

“IT said he put both arms around me.” 

“Then what?” 

“He hugged me.” 

“Very hard?” 

“Yes, he did. So durn hard that I 
came putty near hollerin’ right out.” 

“Why didn’t you holler?” 

‘“’“Cause.” 

“That's no reason. 
Because what?’ 

‘“’“Cause I was afeered he'd stop.” 

The Court collapsed and had to be car- 
ried into chambers for resuscitation. 


one, “that the 
very close to 


was all 


Be explicit, please. 
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BOOK REVIEW. 


“General Digest American and English 
Quarterly.’”” Advance sheets. The Law- 
yers’ Co-operative Publishing Company, 
Rochester, N. Y. 


We acknowledge receipt of the Quar- 
terly advance sheets—October, 1898—of 
the “General Digest.’’ In this number 
are reprinted all the cases originally di- 
gested in Nos. 3 and 4 quarterly, which 
are not yet officially reported. 


The first edition of “The Federal 
Courts: Their Organization, Jurisdiction 
and Procedure,” by Judge Charles H. Si- 
monton, of the United States Circuit 
Court, published by B. F. Johnson Pub- 
lishing Company, Richmond, Va., was an 
exceedingly popular book. This first edi- 
tion was promptly disposed of, and the 
publishers are now printing a second edi- 
tion, which will include the new bank- 
ruptcy law, fully digested by Judge Si- 
monton. 

The first edition of the book contained 
120 pages. The new edition will contain 
about 300 pages, printed on excellent 
quality of paper and bound in law 
library, price $2.00; student’s edition, in 
cloth, $1.50. The new edition will be out 
of press in about two weeks. 


“Gilbert’s Town and County Officers’ 
Manual.” By Frank B. Gilbert. Albany, 
N. Y.: Matthew Bender, Publisher. $5.00 
net, $5.25 delivered. 


This work is a large, handsome octavo 
volume of over 700 pages, bound in sheep, 
ably edited and most admirably indexed. 


While the aim of the author has been 
to make the manual easy of use by the 
town and county officials not learned in 
the law, yet it is a most valuable work 
for the lawyer. All the laws of the State 
are logically arranged under proper 
heads, and at the end of the several sec- 
tions cross references are inserted, call- 
ing attention to provisions found in other 
places bearing upon the same subject. 

Carefully prepared forms are given, a 
feature that will be appreciated by the 
officials for whom the work has been 
principally compiled. 

Many decisions of the courts of last 
resort are cited, and, in short, nothing 
has been omitted to make it the most 
thorough work of its kind published. 


-_—— 
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NEWS AND NOTES 


Every lawyer desires all the clients he 
can procure As a means to that end, we 
call your attention to the advertisement of 
Walt«r Johnson of Council Bluffs, Iowa, in 
this itsue, who can place you in communica- 
tion with over 33,000 macufacturers and 
wholesalers in the United States. This 
book is worth its price to any lawyer. 


Mrs. Clara Foltz, lawyer, of New York, 
and more recently of California, as else- 
where noticed in this issue, has located 
at Denver. She is general counsel for the 
Mecca Mining and Investment Company. 
She is also the publisher of ‘‘The Mecca.” 
The first number has just reached us, 
with her compliments. ‘“‘The Mecca” is a 


bright, newsy weekly, devoted to the in- 
terests of women, and a credit to its tal- 
ented editor and publisher, and “The 


American Lawyer” wishes her the suc- 
cess in this new enterprise she so richly 
merits. _ sed 





LAW SCHOOLS. 











The Kent Law Club of Syracuse Uni- 
versity elected these officers recently: 
President, Leon B. Bacon; Vice-Presi- 
dent, B. Ives Cooper; Secretary, George 
A. Champlin; Treasurer, Charles F. 
Cooney; chairman of Executive Commit- 
tee, B. W. Parsons. 


The law students of Lockport, N. Y., 
have formed a club and elected the fol- 
lowing officers: President, A. Edmund 
Lee; Vice-President, Hugh B. Chase; 
Secretary, William A. Gold; Executive 
Committee, Wilfred D. Streeter, Chase 
Crowley and Eugene Sullivan. 


Columbian University, Washington, D. 
C., inaugurated Nov. 16 a school of com- 
parative jurisprudence and diplomacy, 
the higher studies to be pursued by the 
lawyer who hopes to attain national and 
international fame, and by all who wish 
to become competent for appointment in 
the diplomatic service of their country. 
The establishment of the school is an- 
other step forward for Columbian, one 
that places this popular and _ revered 
Washington institution in advance of all 
the greater universities of the United 
States. Other colleges are expected to 
follow Columbian’s lead in the very near 
future, for the new position in the affairs 
of the world now occupied by America 
demands that the young men of the 
country shall be trained to cope with the 
brightest and shrewdest men of law and 
diplomacy of the Old World. The open- 
ing exercises of the school was attended 
by President McKinley and members of 
his Cabinet and members of the Supreme 
Court of the United States and judges of 
the District Court, many of whom de- 
livered addresses. Dr. Whitmore, presi- 
dent of Columbian University, presided 
over the exercises. 


ee 





Among the many very excellent enter- 
prises inaugurated by way of business 
getters for attorneys is that originated 
by Bradford Arthur Bullock about a year 
ago. Indeed, in point of excellence of 
clientele, and hence business, that is, of 
the most desirable quality, Mr. Bullock’s 
new methods really are in the van. His 
plan is such that the quickest and most 
satisfactory results are accomplished. 
His way of bringing client and attorney 
into quick, close and profitable commu- 
nication has proved exceedingly satisfac- 
tory to both, and a means to a very grat- 
ifying and profitable end to each. 

The most desirable connections are se- 
cured by him with mercantile establish- 
ments, commercial agencies and law 
firms in this and the principal cities in 
the United States and Canada for those 
attorneys who retain him. His entire 
time and best thought are given to their 
interests, He will represent but one firm 
or attorney in a city. 

In a quiet way recently we saw some 
very flattering testimonials that were 
written to him by some of the leading 
mercantile houses in this city, express- 
ing their appreciation of the service and 
the results obtained by them through his 
medium. 

We are unable to go into details of the 


system, but a letter addressed to him at 
220 Broadway, St. Paul Building, this 
city, will bring a prompt response from 
Mr. Bullock, who is one of the best- 


known advertising experts and business 
getters in the world of commercial and 
corporation law. 





PROMINENT LAW SCHOOLS. 


The ls «lst of the most prominent law 
schools the eoun Representation in 
i tees wil Us ceseodid 00 lew Geheaie obs: 


PP ERAIII(INRI_RI_ieOiOOOeOnllrmrwmrwn——””" 
YALE UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL... New Haven, Conn. 


Denver University Law Cole 
Atianta Law Schon: coseee Wi D.C. 
Atlanta Law School.........-...-.--- As Oe. 


catalogue address J. 
115 Dearborn Street, 


ILLINOIS COLLEGE OF LAW .............- Chicago, Dl 
ILL. Wesleyan Univ'sity Law School .. 


LAW par re UNIVERSITY OF IOWA. — Ia. 
Course of extends through two school years 


weet eeeeeeeene 


Oi bd i oe 


A 


Allen University Law School.......... 


ates my ee LAW SCHOOL ....Chattan Tenn. 
ent, U. 8. Grant Uni Diplons One 
ate course leading to degree of LL. B. 
admits to bar of Tennessee and other Sintee en on 
motion without examination. Past graduate 
courses of one P hayed each, leading to LL. M., 
D. C. L. and Master of Diplomacy. Faculty com 
Of thirty-five of the ablest lawyers and 
udges in the South. Tuition $50 per Je 2S All 
expenses low. For catalogue a 
CHATTANOOGA Law SCHOOL, Chattanooga, Ten 


University of Texas, Law Dept -...... Austin, Texas. 
LAW DEPARTMENT, UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA...... 
cacounssheibiabiet baunsheseo4 Charlottesville, Va 


The session be; September (sth, and continues 
nine months. oth 


The course for the B.L. —~ 
covers two sessions. For catalogue address P. B. 
Barrincer, Chairman of Faculty. 

WASHINGTON AND Las UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF 
LAW. William L. Wilson, LL. D., Presiden:. A 
thorough and complete two years’ course. Fifteen 
hours of lectures a week each year. Three pro- 
fessors who devote their entre time to the school, 
and four lecturers on special tovics. School of 
Economics, Political Science and History o; to 
law students withoutcharge. Expenses erate. 


Session opened September 8th. For ton 
address C wort: A. Sa er Dean, Lexington, \ a. 
Richmond College, Law Dept .....-.-.. Ric 
Wisconsin ere re Law choo! cocses Madison, ris, 








CHICAGO COLLEGE OF LAW. 


LAW DEPARTMENT OF LAKE FOREST UNIVERSITY. 


Faculty : — Hon. Themes A. Moran, Hon. pe, Hon. 
ae iton. Edmund ) A. Hon. 8. P. Shope, 

. Carter, Hon. John Gibbo Undergraduate 
of two years. Post Grad 


uate coures of one year. 
SESSIONS EACH WEEK DAY EVENING. 
For further information address Secretary, 
ELMER E., BARRETT, LL. B. 
1501—100 Washington St., CHICAGO, ILL. 


ILLINOIS COLLEGE OF LAW, 


CHICAGO, ILL. 
HOWARD N. OGDEN, Ph. D., President. 
OPEN ALL THE YEAR. 
Students may enter at any time. 


Regular session opens first Monday in September. 
Suma r quarter o' ene pret Monday in June. Under- 
graduate School—Three years LL. B. course prepares 
for the bar in any state. Graduate School—S 
ized courses in Practice and Jw isprudence, leading to 
degrees of LL. M. and D.C. L. Eztension—Instruct- 
ion by correspondence in all courses. i aie law 
college in the West. Only college 
matruction Address the Presioenf, ie R. 5, IL, 
Washington St., Chicago. 
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RECENT DEATHS. 


Alexander K. Shepard, Birmingham, Ala. 
John B. Sanford, Fayette, Ala. 

Russell Colvin, Bedford, Pa., at Phoenix, Ariz. 
M. Gervaise, Tucson, Ariz. 

Charles R. Halsey, Tucson, Ariz. 

Judge Samuel Owens, Los Angeles, Cal. 
Judge James Lentell, Oakland, Cal. 
Andrew J. O'Conner, San Diego, Cal. 
Clinton C. Gurnee, San Francisco, Cal. 
Richard Rising, Virginia City, Cal. 

James Meecham, Pueblo, Col. 

Judge Samuel A. York, New Haven, Conn. 


David A. Wells, the political economist, Nor- 
‘wich, Conn. He was 70 years old 


Bnoch Totten, Washington, D. C. 
Judge William P. Jones, Atlanta, Ga. 
Judge J. C. Eve, Eve's Station, Ga. 


Edgar Denmark, of Denmark & Adams, Savan- 
nah, at Quitman, Ga. 


Judge Levi Billings, Nampa, Idaho. 
Eaward C. Asay, Chicago, Ill. 


George 8. Willits, Chicago, Ull., at Porto Rico. 
He was one of the prominent lawyers of Chicago. 


Edward M. Satterfield, Mount Vernon, IIl. 


Charles A. Cromwell, Peoria, Ill, at Atchison, 
Judge John H. Virgin, Prentice, Lil. 


Judge Samuel B. Voyles, New Albany, Ind. 

Wallace W. Pringle, Indianapolis, Ind. 

A. C. Dennis, Marion, Ind. 

George Griswold, Ottumwa, Ia. 

Judge J. A. Stevens, Chanute, Kan. 

John H. Calvin, Topeka, Kan. 

William P. Freeman, Biddeford, Me. 

Pee Sellman, Annapolis, Md. 

I. J. Vanderwarker, Baltimore, Md. 

Judge Thomas R. Brooks, Hyattsville, Md. 

Joseph W. Farwell, Pittsfield, Me. 

John C. Lane, of Morse & Lane, Boston, Mass. 

George Haskell, Ipswich, Mass. 

8. M. Thomas, Taunton, Mass. 

Daniel L. Case, Lansing, Mich. 

Judge Martin V. Montgomery, Lansing, Mich. 

Andrew T. McReynolds, Muskegon, Mich. 

Judge Roscoe L. Corbett, Traverse City, Mich. 

Judge John Whytock, Albert Lea, Minn. 

Judge EB. St. Julien Cox, St. Paul, Minn. 

Judge J. H. Hamm, Meridian, Miss. 

as F. Houston, Houstonia, Mo. 

Emerson, Morrisville, Mo. 

Casper W. Bell, Salisbury, Mo. 

J Edge, Southwest City, Mo. 

Eugene F. Lane, Butte City. pe. 

Champion 8. Chase, Omaha, 

Charles Offutt, Omaha, Neb. 

Daniel B. Donovan, Concord, N. H. 

Judge Isaac W. Smith, Manchester, N. H. He 
was a member of the New Hampshire Supreme 
Court for more than twenty years. 

A. Birney Tasker, Sandwich, N. H. 

John J. Du Bois, Lakewood, N. J. 

William P. Miller, Newark, N. J. 

George De Meza, Plainfield, N. J. 

Philo Chase, Rockaway Beach, N. J. 

Lambert L. Howell, Trenton, N. J. 

John M. McNair, Dansville, N. Y. 

Patrick C. Daly, Elmira, N. Y. 

Hiram 8S. Parkhurst, Gloversville, N. Y., at 

Moses S. Hunting, Lockport, N. Y., at Chicago. 

Harvey S. Hempstead, Revena, N. Y. 


Utica. 
William H. Pratt, 
Henry P. Johnes, New York City. 
Hiram Ketchum, New York City. 
Timothy F. Neville, New York City. 


Rome, N. Y. 


Weston Stickney, New York City. 

Frederick A. Green, of Graham, Green & Gra- 
ham, Durham, N. ‘ 

Judge R. F. Armfield, Statesville, N. C. 

Judge R. E. Pettit, Bellefontaine, 

George J. Atkinson, Columbus, O. 

Valentine W. Eaton, Dayton, 6. 

Wylie E. Scott, Ironton, 

Judge G. R. Sage, rAd oO. 

Judge Levi Geiger, Urbana, O. 


Edward C. Weaver, 
Judge John Haskell Pitzer, El Reno, O. T. 
John H. Sutliff, Avoca, Fa. 

William H. Snyder, Bloomsburg, Pa. 

Owen Stover, Bridgeton, Pa. 

R. Clay Hammersley, Catasaqua, Pa. 

8. M. Brainard, Erie, Pa. 

A. J. Foster, Erie, Pa. 

John H. Zeller, Lancaster, Pa. 

Peter L. Hackenburg, Milton, Pa. 

Thomas C. Donaldson, Philadelphia, Pa. 
William Hunt, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa. 

John Glass, Pittsburg, Pa. 

William J. Rush, Uniontown, Pa. 

H. C. Parsons, Williamsport, Pa. 

Charles Bradley, Providence, R. I. 

F. M. Goodykoontz, Mitchell, 8. D. 

Judge A. M. Hughes, Columbia, Tenn. 
Judge John Nevins, Denison, Tex. 

Thomas W. Collins, Fort Worth, Tex. 
Judge J. W. Clapp, Memphis, Tenn. 

John Bell, Jr., Murfreesboro, Tenn. 

O. D. Kirkland, Richmond, Tex. 

Thomas Moore, Waco, Tex. 

Samuel J. Lenyon, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
William A. Fentress, Portsmouth, Va. 
William M. Cahill, Richmond, Va. He was 
bee of the most distinguished lawyers in Vir- 
ginia. 

J. H. Adams, Spokane, Wash. 

Judge Thomas C. Sears, Lakeview, Wash. 


Youngstown, oO. 





William Kuykendall, Romney, W. Va. 

H. T. Shibley, Kingston, Onc. 

George R. Foster, Ottowa, Ont 

George Connell, Woodstock, N. B 

Judge James Murray, Yarmouth, N. 5. 

Francisco Baco, Mexico, Mex. He had been 
chief justice of the Supreme Court since the 
administration of Gen. Gonzalez 
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CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT ASSO- 
CIATIONS. 


Secretary Boocock of the National As- 
sociation established a local Association 
of Credit Men at Omaha, with forty 
charter members. 


The Credit Men of Kansas City, Mo., 
recently gave a banquet at which F. R. 
Boocock, secretary of the National As- 
sociation, was the speaker. 


The Louisville Credit Men's Associa- 
tion held a largely attended and enthu- 
siastic meeting recently at the Louis- 
ville Hotel. 

President P. F. Laib opened the meet- 


g. 
F. R. Boocock of New York, 


secretary 
of the National Credit Men’s Associa- 
tion, delivered a short address on the 
purpose and scope of the credit men’s 


organization, outlining some of the dif- 
ficulties that confront the local associa- 
tions, as well as those which harass the 
individual members. 

J. T. Jenkins of Nashville followed in 
a similar strain. 


The dinner given at the Mercantile 
Club recently by the Credit Men’s As- 
sociation of St. Louis was one of the 
most successful affairs in the history of 
the organization. 

After the dinner the president, C. M. 
Shirley, introduced Mr, W. E. Schweppe 
as the toastmaster for the evening. Af- 
ter a short talk Mr. Schweppe f{tro- 
duced the first speaker of the evening, 


Mr. H. L, Christie, who gave a talk on 
the “Bankruptcy Bill.” Speeches were 
also made by F. R. Boocock of New 


York, the secretary of the National As- 
sociation of Credit Men, and by J. F. 
McMasters, W. H. Lee ‘and Wm. Cole, 
the referee in bankruptcy for the city of 
St. Louis, 

In the speeches the aims and objects 
of the credit men were touched upon. 
The growth of the association has been 
due entirely to natural causes, chief of 
which is the benefit to be derived from 
being a member and the diligence of the 
officers in presenting the claims of the 
association. 


The present officers are: 
Cc. M. Shirley of the National Lead Com- 
pany, president; L. Renard of Trolicht, 
Duncker & Renard Carpet Company, 
vice-president; C. C. Childs of the Nono- 
tuck Silk Company, treasurer, and J. P. 


Bray of Meyer Bros. Drug Company, sec- 


retary. 
ED 2 
TO THE LAND OF SUNSHINE. 

Take the Sunshine Route from Chi- 
cago to Los Angeles, Sar Francisco 
and other points in California, and escape 
the rigors of winter in the East and 
North. 

Pullman Tourist Cars for first and sec- 
ond class passengers leave Chicago every 
Saturday at 2 o’clock p. m. via the Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Pau! Railway to 
Kansas City, thence to Cc alifornia via the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fi. » Railway 
—a real Sunshine Route. 

This is the earliest afternoon train 
leaving Chicago for the West after ar- 


rival of morning trains from the Hast, 
thus avoiding tedious delay. 


The Sunshine Route is essentially the 
best and most patronized oo sugh car 
line for men, women and children. Every 
attention paid to the needs c passengers 


en route, 
Send for a Sunshine Route time table 

folder, It costs nothing. 
Address Wm. Kelly, Jr., 

a Agent, 381 


yeneral East- 
Broadway, 





OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 


oe eae 


PAP ADI ISrenernrneseaereeseees 

In many States of the Union laws have been enacted 
prescribing certain duties to be performed by foreign 
corporations which contemplate doing business in such 
States, and affixing certain penalties for non-com- 
pliance, and, in some instances, going so fat as to pro- 
hibit by judicial proceedings the enforcement of con- 


be less $10, nor more 

The to to those — 
such or of the right to do 
ness some desirable State or ,or 
them from bringing suit in some im it matter. 


Alabama—Gunter&G unter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 
Arizona— 


Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 
Smith. 


California— 
Colorado— 


Connecticut— Chas. Kleiner, 369-310 Exchange Bldg, 
New Haven. 


Delaware— 

Florida— 

Georgia— 

Idaho— 

Tllinois—Hoyne, Fol'ansbee & O’Connor, %8 La Salle 
st., Chicago. 

Indiana— 

lowa— 

Kansas— 

| a tea & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louise 
ville. 


600 Garrison ave., Fort 


Louisiana— 

Maine — 

Maryland—HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexington street, 
East, Baltimore. 

Massachusetts— 


a“. a, & WOOD, Whitney Opera House 
joc 


on beeen 

Mississippi— 

Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bidg, 
Kaneas City. 

Montana— 

Nebraska— 

New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 

New Mexico— 


New York—H. GERALD CHAPIN, 45 Pine st., New 
York City 


North Carolina JOHN W. HINSDALE, Citizens Nat’) 
Bank Building, Raleigh. 


North Dakota—BANGS & GUTHRIE, Grand Forks. 

Ohio— William T. McClure, King Bldg, Columbus 

Oregon— 

Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton. 

Rhede Island— 

South Carolina—MORDECAI & GADSDEN, 43-47 Broad 
street, Char!eston. 

South Dakota— 

Tennessee—CHATTANOOGA LAW SCHOOL, Chatta 
nooga. 

Texas—R. B. LOGGINS, Galveston. 

Utah— 

Vermont— 

Virginia— 

Washington— 

West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 

Wiscousin— Chas. H. Hamilton, City Hall, Milwaukee. 

Wyoming-— 
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WANTED AND FOR SALE. | 


Notices iertod under thin head, sit lines For Sale. Etc 





i 
i 





ANTED.—A position as clerk in lawyer's office 

by a young man of 29, practised Jaw ‘ee apne 
give best of references. Address “ F.5.", care 
American Lawyers’ Agency. 


WANTED. .—A sober. industrious, experienced, up- 

to-date general attorney and counsellor-at-law, 
with most satixfactory references, desires a permanent 
position. Address ‘-ATTORNEY,” care American Law- 
yers’ Agency, Box 411, New York City. 


IT’S NOT MONEY WE WANT. 


BUT WE MUST INDUCE YOU TO BUY BOOKS FROM 
US. SEE PRICES BELOW. 


Abbott’s New Cases. 32 Vole... ...........ceeesees 
re ew Cases, 20 Vols. tu 
Amor, can Kicctricai SE MUO ce Lekbasivecs one 
American Reports, 60 Vols. and 3 Digests........ 
Eugiirh Corporation ¢ ees, 48 V 
Digests and Vols. 1 to ‘, New Series ...... 
am: 4 & Eng. Ra’ ye 61 Vols. and 2 Digests 
and Vois | to 9, New Seri 1 
pm 4... Criminal Reports, 10 ol 
Attorney General oto Vol 19 Vou. and Digest. 
Albany Lew Journal ty ae 


B 

















Genera a 
Howard’s rractice ty 67 Vols 
mae © Reports, Morris & Green, 5 Vols.. lowa 92 





00 
Lawyers ers’ Reports Annotated, 40 Vols & '2 Digests 133 00 
Michigan Report mo 19 Vols., Harrington, Walker 

& Douglas, 4 125 00 
Missouri ke ols 
Moak’s — ports, 82 V -e. and 2 Digests . 
orrison’s ining Reports, 16 Vols 
N.Y. Reports, 25 Vols......... .... 
nD peng 41 Vols. Harrington, Walker & 
Deosten. 














Michiga 


& 00 
N.Y. Court of apouu Reporte, 155 singie Vols ..1 + $¢ 
N.Y. Supe’ior Court Rep ris, 62 Vols............. 105 00 
N.Y. Common Pleas Reports, 22 Vols.............. ¥0 00 
N.Y. Surrogates Reports, is Vols.................. 70 “0 
To SE We POND cbcennkvducscs cocsseccousé 112 50 
N.Y. Common Law Reports. 90 Vols., single...... “oo 
N.Y. Common Law Reports, 80 Vois. PRD onssncoa ou 
N.Y. omen Law Reports, 80 Vols. in 17 and ee 
.C. P. Ed., 7 Books and Digest . 4 vo 

N ¥ Court 0 Ap Is Reports, Annotated Ed., 

1.0 Vols. in 24 ke in Vols. 121 to 15 single.. 135 00 
N.Y. Court of Apocets Re oy Fg Ed., 

120 Vols in 20 Books to porter........ SO $s 
N.Y. Supreme Court Reports, 5 Resor 6 Vols... su 00 
N.Y. Supreme Court Reports. Lansing, 7 Vo Is. 

Hun 9 Vols., Appel ate Division Re ports, +0 

Vols., 129 Vols. SRG ClP vcccncctevess 273 00 


N.Y, 


Su men’ Court Re rts, Barbour 67 Vois., 
Hun 48 ols.to N.Y. Ser.» 


Vols. and 
ole Real ell Sih cant retin ds we cdbbubue vod 
N.Y. Civil Procedure Reports, 26 Vol 
Ohio Reports, 72 Vols 
Patent Office Reports, 4s 
Patent Office Gazett+ \ 1308. all sheep 
Patent Office Index to above to 1892 
South Carolina Reports, Complete Set to New 
Series. Price on application. 
U.8. Sup Court Reports, sinele Vol. Ed. 1% A 240 00 
. 2 oe Court Reports, Law Ed., 105 V 





U. 
SE EPPS EGS EERE ge 
U. 8. Supreme Court Reports, Vols. 1(8 to | 100 00 
U. 8. Sup. Court Reports, 169 Vols., single Va. Fa. i240 00 
U.8. o-. Court Reports, 169 Vols., bound in 150 
U. 6. Statutes, 30 Voi... 720007027227. ioe Mgr 0 98 
U.8. Supreme Court Reports, Law Edition. 170 
Vols., bound in 42 books 5 00 
80 00 


170 00 
Curtis Ed., 105 Vols. 
P. Co., Sup. Ct. Rep. $3 90 


. ~_* Vols. Bound 
. Sup. Ct. mepereee. 
U. 8. Supren e Court Reports, Curtis Ed., 170 Vols. 
Bound in 134 Books....................- 
U.S. tt Court Reports 
Bound in 69 ao to W. 


Utah ng REE RE A 
Vermont Repo Annotated Ed., 1 to 58 and 8 
Prel. in sports, A ‘Vols 59 to 6y, single......... 100 ow 


Vermont Reports, Annotaied Ed., Vols. i to 58 and 
8 Prel. in 17 Books to Atlantic ‘Reporter WSitine 7 0 


0 

Wisconsin Reports, % Vols. and 3 of aaaey Saeed 18 00 
Wisconsin Reports, 45 Vols. and 3 of ney to 

i dintanccasesthenanns Snbsdssncons 0 
Washington Reports, 6 = 8. to Pacific Reporter. . a 
Atlantic Reporter, 37 Vols...............cccccccsees 6 
Federal Reporter, 83 Vols setadkidebhensswerendtsudd ‘ 
Northeastern Reporter, 50 Vols. ‘ 
Northwestern Reporter, 70 Vois 4 
Pacific Reporter, 50 Vols................ ; 
Southern Reporter. 22 Vols .................0.05- ‘ 4 5 
Southwestern Reporter, 41 Vols................... 0 00 
Southesstern Reporter, 28 Vols ................... 56 @0 
Supreme Court Reporter, 17 Vols................. 34 00 





Books are all in good second-hand order, binding 
sound. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK Co., 


41 State Stieet, Rochester, N. ¥ 





LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 


a” Representatien in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys en favorable terms. 


ALABAMA. 


Athens* (Limestone) 
Bessemer (Jefferson)  snaaheaiens cil ae 


enya w. & Jefferson 
JOHN W WAMBLEE, Chalifoux Bldg. Refers to 
First Nati 7 Bank ot Birmingham. 
JOHN C. — 
Tos., 
the Alabama Home Building & Loan Associa 
tion. Commercial practice a specialty. 








Columbia (Henry).........-..-..-.-- Frank H. Walker 
Refers to the + ame Bank. 
Dadeville* (Tallapoosa)........ .......- H. A. Garrett 
Decatur ( i issncencibdbshadhaee af k. ‘y 
Payette* (Fayette)..................+.-- ames J. Ray 
Florence’ ( RR area John T. Ashcraft 
Greensboro* (Hale)..............-.20----+-- — Seay 
Hunteville* (Madison) ............. Lawrence Cooper 
Refers to ann B’k andW. RRison&Co., b’kers. 
eet CROMIREED. << cnvccccscoes Reuben Chapman 


* (Mobile) 
os rf VAUGHAN, 65 St. Francis st. Practices 
all courts. State 


Mercantile Adjuster, North American 
cantile Agency, Attorneys’ The American 
Law List and United Commercial ya 


Mon’ ~ (Montgomery) ......... G. L. Mertins 
Opeliea BOR saci bvhe wos is desccnaa Barnes & Duke 
Selma* Bececsame .... Jettries & Jeftries 

... Wilbur T. Edwards 





p -Foster, Jones & Rather 
fuscumbia* (Colbert)...............--- Kirk & Almon 
Tuskegee* (Macon) .... Charles W. Hare 
Uniontown* (Perry)... A. C. Davidson. Jr 

ALASKA. 
FRR cniin vcsunnbtarsheseegitsonins Malony & Foote 
ARIZONA. 
Mesa City (Maricopa) ..............-- Send to Phoenix 
Phoenix" (Maricopa).............. Arthur J. Edwards 
Prescott* ote wk bbstondsdceses Robert E. M 
Tombstone* ( Ra cnieien) pelessbes JAMES REILLY 
Real Estate and Mining business a or 7. 
 ieanentneotneonnened hoenix 
feast & Martin 
ARKANSAS 
Arkansas City* (Desha)..............-.. Henry Thane 
Bentonville* (Benton). ..............-.-- . D. Mauck 
Brinkley (Monroe)........... ..+--«--+- C. F. Greenlee }y 
Clarkeville* (Johnson)...................d. EK. Cravens 
COMER CORE) ccs do cins ccccccccccccceseens D. Hopson 
Des Aro* (Prairie) ...............---.+-- F. E. Brown 
Eldorado* (Union)...................- Jesse B. Moore 
Fayetteville* (Washington).............. L. W. Gregg 


‘ort Smith* (Sebastian) 

THOMAS BOLES. Land titles, estates and collec- 
— 8 paeee. Refers to American Na- 
ion 

P. C. FISHER, oso Garrison ave. Commercial cor- 
poration aud real estate law. Spe ial atten- 
tion to proceedings in bankruptcy aud mer- 
cantile collections. 








Greenwood* (Sevastian)........ ....-....- T. B. Pryor 
Heber* (Cleburne)... Send to Searcy, Ark. 
Helena* (Phillips)....... ----. Nat. G. Turner 
Hot Springs* (Garland)............-. ‘B. H. RANDOLPH 
Refers to Arkansas N: 

Little Rock* (Pulaski)..................--- E. E. Moss 

) 

) 
Paragould* (Greene) ..............----- —_ Sullivan 
P CERF Pvc ndccccccseccccuonde . Vance 
Pine Bluff (Jefferson)...... ...... Crawford ‘& Hudson 
Russellville* ( Pope) shines deadoapedins vie & Son 
Searcy* (White) ................. Stricklin & Martin 
Springdale (Washington) dcuonpe astanh M. B. Davidson 
Refers to Austin (Minn.) Nationa] Bank and Bank 

of Springdale. 
Texarkana* (Miller) ......... ... .... James F. Black 
Refers to Hempstead County Bank at Hope, Ark. 
Van Buren’ (Crawford) ................. E B. Peirce 
Walnut Ridge* (Lawrence)............. W. E. Beloate 





CALIFORNIA. 
Alameda (Alameda) .................... G. E. Colwel) 
Colton (San Bernardino). ........ homas D. Hamilton 
Volusa* (Colusa)....-- =. ea nee isrnest Weyand 
Refers to Colusa County Bank 

socom: | Freaner (Frosnoh” Ee ORE -.....W. L. Daft 
Fresno” ( Dibaieddcetdous spoons dae 

( _— ..-+--Moreland & Norton 


AVERY, Room on, Laughlin Bldg. Refers 
t« Merchants’ Nationa) Bank. 


MULFORD & =. Rooms 303-306 Bullard 
nagar atemderew ae law mg 


aixteen y 
WORKS & LEE, Rooms ait Baker Block. — 
California. 


neys for National Bank of 
First National Bank, National Bank of Call 
fornia and Los Angeles National Bank. 
Modesto* (Stanislaus).....................P. J. Hasen 
Oakland* (Alameda)...............- Metcalf & Metcalf 
Pasadena (Los Angeles).............- Jas. McLachlan 
Petaluma (Sonoma)...................-.. be! _— 
Pomona Angeles)............. ...-. : Pp 
* (Riverside) 
C. L. MeFarland. Refers to First National Bank 
and Riverside Trust Co. 
Sacramento* (Sacramento)............ Robt. T. Devlin 
— remy vod (San Bernardino). ... P+ rH 
Diego* Diego)...... cee Lt 
Rooms 19, 20, 23 & 24 Lawyers’ Block ler to 
the ego. 
FRANCISCO" (San Frarciaco) 
w. 5a HART, 14¥-152 Crocker Bldg. (See card 
page.) 
San Jose* (Santa Clara)........ ...... . 8 McGinnis 
San Luis (San LuisObispo). Wilcoxon & Bouldin 
Santa Ana* ( ~ eae 
ta Barbara (Santa Barbara)........... G. 
Santa Cruz* (Santa Cruz).............. E. L. Williams 
Santa Rosa* ( ) rer R. W. Miller 
Refers to Santa Rosa Bank 
Stockton’ (San Joaquin) ................ Bote 
Bldg. Refers to Farmers & vicichants 
Talare (Lm 0c cccccecccsccccccccces & Allen 
Watsonville (Santa Cruz).......... Holbrook & Maher 
Refer to the Bank of 
Woodland* (Yolo)..................... A. M. De Hurst 
COLORADO 
Amethyst (Mineral) ................. ee be Moses 
POM (PMI)... - ~~ ee ee ene ew ennee 
Colorado Springs* (E) P: 
os ham & Musser, Ferris Block. Refer to 


Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. 
Denver* ha 
me M. KELLOGG, = bee ay & Cranmer 


References on ap ae 
CHARLES ‘ MacMILLAN, 815 to 817 Ernest & a 
Refers to First National Bank 
rd front page.) 

Durangy" ¢ Rccdithsescteogse pease era 

Refers to 4 First National Ban 
Eldora (Boulder) ..............-- «---s- ons 
Grand Junction* (Mesa) ....... SAMUEL @ ty LIN 

my to lay, bank in Grand Juaction. 
Grecley* (Weld)...............cccccecees Ag _ Patten 
Gunnison* poocccceccnesse sess T. Sapp 
Leadville* (Lake).............«-..- Wittisay H. Nash 
Montrose* (Montrose)................ Bi & Cath. 
Mosca ( a ge ON H. C. —y 

GN nbc cccccceccccccccesese 

Puatloe CPORNEID 00002 cccccccccceses Chas. B. Phillips 
Telluride* (San Miguel) .... ............ L. C. Kinikin 


References: The Bank of Telluride and N. T 
Mansfield. 


Trinidad* (Las Animas) ........... --+-. W. B. Morgan 
CONNECTICUT. 

ee yee (Fairfield)................- & Tracy 
Franklin Block. Refer to Bridgeport Nat. B’k. 

Danbury* (Fairfield) .................. . Brewster 

Haddam (Middlesex) .......... 

Greenwich (Fairfield) .................. ¥F. A. Hubbard 
dipeiaineds4esnsénetl GEO. G. SILL 

345 Main ~ Commercial law 
Meriden (New Haven)...... .... 

Refers to Home } Nat'l Bank and First Natl Bank. 
Middletown* ( ae Jr 
Moodus (Middlesex)............ 

Naugatuck (New Haven............ John M. Sweeney 
fers to N ck National . 
New Britain (Hartford)........... George W. Andrew 


rge 
Refers to New Britain National and Mechanics 
National Banks. 
New Haven* (New Haven) 
Lynch & Doroff, First National Bank 
to First National Bank and City 
Wright, First National Bank Bldg. 


Refer 


Witliam A. 
Refers to First National Bank or any New 
Haven bank. 
New London* (New London). ...... Arthur B. 
Norwalk (Fairfield)............... Harlbutt & 
Norwich* (New London).............. 8. 
Rockville (Tolland) .......... Re 
( Dusindee penccecsecess & Curtis 
Stenington (New London).................. A. Hull 
Torrin (Litchfield)........ ...... Walter Holeomb 
W: (New Haven)............ Wilson H. 
Willimantic* (Windham)...........Andrew J. Bowen 
Windsor (Hartford Seoves weceee. 3. WS 
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—— : 
‘ Griffin (Spaiding)...... a HALL & BOYNTON | Galesburg* (Knox) ........... edseas WM. D. GODFREY 
DELAWARE da = Division Central of R. Galesburg N: Bank Bidg. A for 
Dover* (Kent) ........----+----++- ps a attention te collections. Refer to tip Nat'l beak, Galesburg. N Oneida State Bank, 
* (Sussex)................J0seph Rermeng Coove Cortaan) pdatuddineeces .L. J. Smith Oneida. Ill; H. P. Wood, Banker, Wataga, Ill; 
to Farmers’ Bank, Georgetown, and First | Hartwell* (Hart)..........- ‘ A. MeCurry Bank of London tl 
National Bank, Seaford, ' Refers to r) Cum sar glee guna to Mattoon 
‘¢ *y — Apher soeeeeW. . Cousey | Homerville* ( Pit aio jocn--2- 8. L. Draway ieesntheviaddar -s+++-Fred § Potter 
WALTER H. HAYES, 639 Market st, Refers to Un- | segeno"(Wayner ational Bank at Vee a peeanbanaeene st =e See 
ion National Bank of Wilmington. La Grange’ freup)... Harwell & Lovejoy Toliet* (Will). ...................-- fiiggine & Walter 
F COLUMBIA a Kankakee” (Kankakee). Daniel H Paddock 
" - * (Kankakee).... ....... e 
nh ar _ THOMAS 13 aeri. Refers to Commercial & Sav- ( ~~ ~eanenebegdehdadeaninan & Lawson 
WASHINGTO ashington) ity Loan & AbstractCo. | Birkwood (Warren)............-......- M. Nixon 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 439 st. Mercantile collec- | yontesuma Gdesa). SS lankdiwandibihaaas J. M. DuPiee * ( india enaistss inanewash 8. L. Wallace 
Sions a specialty. Refers te Central Natl Bs. | Newnan* (Coweta).........--....---Alvan D. Freeman | Macomb* (McDonough). ...............--- L. B. Vose 
BERRY a MINOR, Fendall Bldg, 344 D st.. N. W cca s.  orepadée ons ©. C. Duncan | Marion* (Wilhamson)................. Geo. W. ¥: 
(Walter VK. Berry, Benjamin 3. Minot). Re: | Reidsville (Tattnall)... T. Burkhalter | Mattoon (Coles).........-.....-.---- Andrews & Vause 
rte Suetiees ene See RE ttnitncdina’s. scones “- _E. CARPENTER Refer to any bank in Mattoon or Coles County. 
National Bank, Italian Embassy, Swiss Savannah* ( tess G. T. & J. F. Cann | Moline* (Rock Island). .... Wood, Butterworth & Peet 
tion, ete. Practice before all courts and the | swainsboro* (Emanuel) ................ J. Alex. Smith | Momence (Kankakee)........... ....-. P. Harney 
depar ments. Special collection department. | Thomasville’ (Thomas). ...... MacIntyre & MacIntyre Refers to Momence Banking Co. “ideanes 
ng distance telephone. Tifton (Berrien).................. Jonathan B. Murrew nics ces’. cquiiaiin B. Brown 
BLACKBURN & BLACKBURN, 472 Lonisiana ta nolere to Love & Buck. Refers es the Peopis’s and Second National Banks. 
J.C 8. Blackburn, J. W. Blackburn, Jt.) | Valdosta” (Lowndes) .. Powhatan B. Whittle Iw 
tice in the Supreme Court of the Unit Waycross* (Ware)..............-... J. Walter Bennett | Morris* (G i Sided oe cnesatreniihiiien k. 
States, the courts of the District of Columbia, | Waynesboro" (Burke) ..... Lawson. Callaway & Scales | Mound City* William A. Wall 
the Court of Claims and the Executive De- Sent * (Wabash) 8. K. Putnam 
— Organised to handle mercantile IDAHO. Mount Carroll* (Carroll) B. Smith & Son 
collections. +. b 
CLARENCE A. BRANDENBURG, Fendall Bldg, 344 Mou Vernon = ery a 
DS8t..N.W. Mercantile collections and cor- aoe MERCURIUS” COMMERCIAL AGENCY, R. D. mberland Send to Mattoon 
ration pe eee Refers to Second Wolterbeek & Co., Agents. Collections. Mer- per or (kichland) J C. Ritter 


ational 

THOS. H. CALLAN, 472 Louisiana ave. Commercial 
law and collections a Pan 

Capeeee *. GOOCH, 612 W. Counsellor 

tent cases. (See 

HUBERT E. PECK, 629 F. “~ *y. W. Expert in 
Patent Causes. (See card.) 

JOHNSTON & BROWN, 412 Fifth at., N. W. Com- 
mercial law and collections. Refer to Central 
and Lincoln National Banks. 


FLORIDA. 


Baliestown Gisnatesk onecocnenebnanee . Stewart 
Refers to J. H. Reniere & Co. and Faller & Horton. 
* E. J. Lutterioh 


eee eee ee eee 


onadan Horatio Davis 
Refers to the banks of ‘a 
ere Darel ..H 


Jasper" ( Bb. <sccckovecagasianeei a 
Key West* (Monroe)... J. 
“JOHN H. x Te 


Marianna* (Jackson). . 
Commercial, insurance and corporation practice, 
State and U.S. courts of Florida. Refers to Brad- 
street Co., Daniel & Co. Bank, Marianna; Louis- 
ville & Nash. R. R. Co. ; Liverpool & London & 
Globe Ins. Co., New Orleans, La. 





Ooala* (Marion) ................+.. Samuel F. Marshal) 
a aon R. D. Coulter 
( Rare Wm. H. Jewell 
Palatka* (Putnam)......................- Henry 
Pensacola* ( 


bia) 
BLOUNT & BLOUNT. nate First Nat'l Bank 
WILLIAM FISHER & E. D. BEGGS. Attorneys for 
Citizens’ National Bank. 
MARSH & CHIPLEY. Scape to Citizens’ Nat’] Bank. 
W. W. Dewhurst 


8t. Augustine” (St. John)............ 
oes - Williams 
Tampa* (Hillsboro)............... M. Simonton 
GDUUE. ccvcec esse -.-. James T. Sanders 
GEORGIA. 
Albany* (Dougherty) .............. & Son 
Americus” (Dumter} goegen coneinadl eo R. AVINGHESTER 
Refers to People’s National Bank. 
SR PD. cn ccccscccascactesedarnnes 


Sol. Flatan 
Refers to Exchange Bank, Athens, and all leading 
business houses. 


Atlanta* (Fulton) 
GLENN & ROUNDTREE, — Temple Court 


Refer nA 
GLENN SSLATON & P & PHILLIPS Grant > 


Refers 
to 6. H aU ays of Capital wy? 2 Fy 
STEPHEN coafes Ha HARRIS tal iy Bk A Com- 


mercial la d liti gation ties 

HUNT & GOLIGHTLY, ie East Alabama st. Col- 

lections = commercial law. Refer to Ex- 
ge Bank, Third National Bank, Maddox- 
Rucker Banking Co., ete. 

McELREATH & McELREATH (Walter McElreath, 
Emmett McElreath), 717 Temple Court. Gen- 
eral law practice and collections. References : 
Third National Bank of Atlanta. 

George Robinson Coffin 









—_ litigation. References: All Boise City 
R. ov )WOLTERBEEK. Refers to Bradstreets, Salt 


Challis* rhe ii cakes > ocheasaess L. H. Johnston 
Idaho Falls* (Blackfoot).................. B. J. Briggs 
Lewiston* (Nez Perces)............ L. L. Haynes & Uo 
Bayete rr sont _ Forney 
‘ette ( labecnadeccceccccceancse . J. Rogers 
Pocatello* (Bannock) ehhinennaace E. P. Blickensderfer 
Salmon City* (Lemhi) .................... F. J. Cowen 
Weiser* (Washington).................... J.W. Ayers 
ILLINOIS. 

Abingden (Knox)............  -......-. Dennis Clarke 
Alton (Madison) ..........................H. 8. Baker 


Amboy (Lee).........000-c00000--0- 


Wooster & Hawes 
Arcola (Douglas). ................... 


.Send to Mattoon 


a ~ tion (C hristian) .. ~weprepens Dowdall & Franklin 
Refers to Illinois State Bank of ——. 
Aurora (Kane)...........000-.00000- H. O. Southworth 
I indcccdteescess+cccenmeccces J. W. Bennett 
Beardstown (Caes).........  ..---se«e--. R. R. Hewitt 
Belleville‘ (St. Clair) beeace Ropi ~ Perrin & Baker 
Attorneys for First National 
Belvidere* (Boone).......... ........ ‘Faller & De Wolf 
Bloomin P Gv ecccccccccess Calvin Ray burp 
Bushnell (McDonough)................ David Chambers 
‘airo* (Alexander).................. Langsdon & Leek 
Camtem (PUNE) occncccccsccs.e.ccccce ccccce J. Heylin 
Refers to Canton National Bank. 
Carbondale (Jackson).............Andrew S. Caldwell 
ef (Champa — ry =" 
gn (Champaign).......... ackett & 6 
Chenoa (McLean) ...............--000.- Ww. ion 


JHICAGO* (Cook) 
WALTER C. ANDERSON, Suite 916 Title & Trust 


Bldg, 100 Washington st. Commere al, cor- 
poration and Probate law. CoLiLection Dr- 
—— References: Me:chants’ Loan & 
cRATIY, TARVIS & CLEVELAND, Suite 1201 New 
York Life Bldg, 171 La Salle st. Refer to 


cage National Bank. 

JOSIAH CRATTY, Floor 13, Security Building, 188 
Madison st, Chicago. Chicago references: 
H. C. F sher, teas; Wm. H Buse & Co., hate; 
F. C. Simmons & Co.. gloves. Depositions 
— nan, Notary Public room 1308. 


FREDERICK. 4 WESLEY H. MAINS, 417 Ashland 





P CEIIEED. cccccoceceesees . Robinson 
Buena Vista* — poceccossate «----Geo, P. Munro 
> eee ate cote 
Columbus’ ( mskogee) ..........c000- 
Cordele (Dooly) ................++++ Wm. 8 
Dalton* (Whitefield)............ C. D. McCutchen, Jr. 
Dawson* (Terrell) ................+-«00+-.d. G@, Parks 
PMID caccccccnesods chats & Bishop 
Eatonton (Putnam)................+-- Ww Davidson 
Refers to the Middle Georgia Bank. 
PF GIN . cccccccannnectenabawnt Zz. B. 
Fort Gaines* (Ory) echeansete cccedncacessls Ws 
PE ceseccccecesccdic Me FUSE 





rs to First National Bank and Olney Bank. 
rank Bacon 


Ottawa” fata... a. Oooh 


H. 
609 La Salle st. a to First National and 


National City Ban 
Pana (Christian).............E. A. eye & Son 
Refer to the First ~~ Bank. 
Paris* ( TR R. L. & G. M. McKinlay 
Paxton* (Ford). .......... Wylie, McBeth & Reeves 
ie Tazewell) 


A. Potts. Refers to any bank in the city. 
Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, 
also First National Bank, Petersburg. 


HENRY C. FU LLER. Attorney for Anthony Loan 
. , ‘or ny 
Trust Co. 


& 
Ree Quem penmeuee cngats 7 2 ; 
Quincy* ( Dineatiiansegnabiiien r. 
Refers to Ricker National 
Rantoul ( bce Thomas J Voth 


=e 
it & anes 











oe “ioe B 

CHAFEE. & ‘CHEW 

Refer to First Sabena Bank of an 4 

GEIEED .cccccceccccssncccssccese \ 
PALMER, “sir, WAMILL & LESTER. General 
eys B & 0., 8. . Co. and local at- 
torneys Illinois Central viet Co. Practice in 

all courts. Refer to any bank in city. 

Streator (LaSalle)...................-.- Walter 


Sullivan* (Moultrie) 
Peadro & Sentel. Refers to Merchants & Farm 
ers’ State Bank and the State Bank. 


Sumner (Lawrence) .............. .....-- 5. C. 
LO Rr G. W. Dunten 
lorville* (Christian) .......... Ricks & Creighton 
to H. M. Vandeveer&Co., oaney of this place. 
Toledo* (Cumberland).............. ...W.8. Everhart 
ER dnccccsnaes ceeses coches Allen P. Miller 

Refers to Bank of Burge, Dewey & Gould. 

Vandalia* (Fayette)...... ...............B. W. Henry 
Waterloo* (Monroe)...............+.- ..Chas. Morrison 


Watseka* 4 
Frank gle. a to First National Bank. 
Morgan & Orebaugh. 


Waukegan* (Lake). «---Woodle & Arnold 














Bldg, Clark & Randolph sts. Refer to Cha Whitehall (Greene) . ..W. F. Wyatt 
& Claflin, 308 Dearborn st. and Chicago City Winchester“ (Scott). ....--.--+- s-q--+----- J. M. Riggs 
Bank, South Halstead st. Woodstock” McHenry - Joslyn & ban | 
THE CREDITORS AGENCY (Judge J. W Cochran, | Yorkville (Kendall)... --+--3. Fits 
yy ®: y - ——. ~ - —ae 
ark 8 aw and collections. t- 
tlements and securities. (See card.) INDIANA. 
Chillicothe (Peoria) ...........-....--.. Send to Peoria | a naerson* (Madison) 
Danvers (McLean).............--...- See Bloomington | Refers bs the National te tana — 
Danville* (Vermillion)................. Wm. A. Young 
(Macon) Angola* (Steuben)..... eecceacta 4.-.Emmet A. Bratton 
ALBERT F. SMITH. Commercial law and mercan- | ‘4 qhurn* (De mois: Reon a — — 
tile adjustments. Will go to any part of the | Batesville (Ripley)...... ...---.-.. Cornet & Gelvin 
State in response to telegram. ferences : References: Batesville Bank. 
Citizens’ National Bank. Bedford* (Lawrence ah Pearson 
EDWARD WILSON. General law business. Practice Bourbon (arsall to oo of Bedford. 
in all le Pe ~ for non a ven | Bourbon (Marsball)............... 
prompt attention otary in office. Refer to | p,a<i)* (Clay) ..........................6 
any bank or business honse in thé city. ~y (Wavne) ataetan prose: Soe A alent 
DeKalb” (DeKalb).......+++--.------.---;-- C. A. Boles comune (Whiley) sooo <tii B. K. Stion 
TR cnctindstindsadvccceces Maren 6 Columbus* ( ss oem “William J. Bec 
Durand (Winnebago).................... T. Waller Refers to the Firat Seteenen) --.-. Bank. 
East St. Louis (St. Clair)............ ame v. Joyce 
Refers toSeuthern{itncie Nai 1B’k of EastSt Louis. wfordsville* (hentgemery) 
Efingham’ ( (Rainghem). Nae right Bros. Robert W. Caldwe 1. Refers to First National and 
Se Powers & Baldwin Citizens’ National Banks. 
Refers J Home National Bank Louis McMainse. Refers to First National Bank 
Elmwood (Peoria)......................Send to Peoria. and Elston Bank. 
° = henson sk oi Wr _W. N. Cronkrite eee. eieaciaies shihes rn - apaiion 
‘ers an 0 ons, itur* ( ames erryman 
Fulton hag: mw an Sa ebosendese F. L. Holleran Refers to the Old Adams County Bank. 
Galena* (Jo Davies).................. Martin J. Dillon Dunkirk (Jay)..... hedpotcnenceqeaeuinee ¢coedd. Se 




















Elkhart oencesseeees-.--W. H. HAUENSTEIN 
Refers to First indiana and Hikhait Nat ‘1 Banks. 


of Elkhart Collection Agency. Notary in office. 


Elwood (Madison) .............-......-Greenlee & Call 


Evansviile* ---- CHARLES L. WEDDING 
Hohine tf the Old National Banke 
a ey a TT sainana bande 


~ aot, Wo & SVOLLARS 
aaron he Chicage Ry. Rater to 


Frankfort* (Clinton) ............-...-- Charles Stanley 
Frankton ; enna passeces mae Farlow 


penboes ion «neee-eee---GEO. D. LINT 
and Salem 





( ) 
. WASMUTH. Commercial law. 
Citizens’ Bank of Huntington. 


ae eh (Manion) 
FRANK N. FITZGERALD, Journal Bldg. Refers to 
Merchants’ National Bank. 
JOHN W. KERN, Suite No. 835 New Stevenson Bldg. 
Refers to Fietc al Bank. 


her Nation 
MORRIS, 4 & Federal, 8 = Clab 


Refers to 





all Indiana ; Armour & Co., 
" H.B Clute Os. and Tinover Nat = Fives N 
( weccoccece eccces ceccce 
Jasper‘ (Dubois)........... -oe---Milburn 
ville (Noble) .........-....- ALBERT t a YOUN 
Refers to — & Fetter, bankers. 
Kokomo* (Howard)........ Blacklidge, Sh & Wolf 
ee ( wer WILBUR F. SEVERSON 
e Fowler National and Merchants’ Na- 


Hickey & Park 
Send to Bedford 





(Delaware' 
TAUGHINGAUGH & BOYD, 155 & 157 Johnson Block. 
Sse, fecitat eran et 
‘armers’ 0 oD er. 
Eee oo 








Nappanee (Elkhart)............-.....- 
ad Albany* / “e woscee ensenegapuell — = 
ew Harmony ORE RAE® — . Taylor 
Reters ew Harmony Banking Co. 
— vey eee pacman - itchell LS yan 
Plymou * 
Portland* ( =) eevccccocccccessces John eee a Rollete 
Princeton* (Gibson) ..................- 
cy BBPET)...... cecneeseveee Ira ve. ‘a 
JABPEF) .. 220 2--eenneneees M. F. Chilcote 
Richmond* (Wayne) .............- Roscoe E. Kirkman 
Rockport* ( Reginpessoniasdinnne Elbert M. Swan 
Rockville* ( = ssnenece scenes cecusseue Elwood Hunt 
Shelbyville’ ( IF} coccccecescccoces Love & Morrison 
South Bend* (St. Joseph).... ..-... ...... A. D. HARRIS 
Comm law and collections. Notary is ~ office. 
Depositions taken. Refers to Citizens’ Nat’) Bank. 
Sullivan” (Sullivan)............ ANTOINETTE o. LEACH 
Commercial law especially. a. 
ion (Marshall)................--- 
Terre Haute (Vigo) .. Frank A. Kelley 
Valparaiso* (Porter cose WW. E. 
Versailles* m)-s- .---Adam Stockin 
Vincennes* (Knox).........-...-..... Jonathan Keith 
Refers to First National Bank of Vincennes. 
Wabash* (Wabash).....................- iver Bogue 
Walnut Dp pesaetenscesensecenl See Plymouth 
Winamac* (Pulaski) ...............-.+.-+-- Nye & Nye 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
SN .ccoconccscceocecces J.C. Thom 
Ghickesbes is ccmbasabon Fisher & Fechhe ~ 


Refer to Bank of Minco, Minco, Ind. Ter., and 


Bank of Chickasha. 


~ 


M Creek Nation) 
HA —— 0. SHEPARD. Collect anywhere in the 


erritory. 
Nowata (Cherokee Nation)............. ee A. Tillotson 
Refers to J. E. Campbell, — 
Purcell (Pontotec)...... ........ W. CHERRYHOMES 
Refers to the Chickasaw N sidonel Bank. 
South McA lester (Choctaw Nation) 
JOHN W. BLACK. Practice in all the courts. 
fers to First National Bank. 
CRAIG & KELLOGG. Attorneys for R.G. Dun & Co. 
Refer to First Nat’! Bank of South McAlester. 


Re- 


Tahlequah* (Cherokee Nation)............ J.T. Parks 
Refers to Bank of Tahlequah and 8. H. Mayes, 
Principal Chief Cherokee Nation 


Vinita (Cherokee Nation)............ BLUE & WILSON 
Commercial law and mercantile collections. Cor- 
respondents answered and remittances made 
promptly. Refer to First National Bank. Vinita. 

Wagoner (Creek Nation).... ...... CRAIG & KELLOGG 

ons made anywhere in Indian Territory. 

Refer to First National Bank. 
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Ackley (Hardin)...........-.-. -+++ «++++-Daniel Eiler 
yy enegtgememapeneneesces ¥F. E. Gates 

Afton (Union) ...... ............20--- Frank F. Bates 
Albia* (Monroe)...... sethociecehed & Mason 


Algona* (Kossuth) .....................-F. M Curtiss 


Anamosa“ (Jones)...... ... 














O*LBERT 1. ‘CooPER, Security aah 






.---C. M. Brown 
alter E. 


Bank and 


a BY 
CRISSMAN & HOL ee Goies Rapids Savin 


Bank ap 
JOHN N. HUGHES. 
law. Prom 


rity Savings E Bank. 


American Trust & Savings Bank, L. Wallace 
& Son, and Central Newspaper Union of Cedar 


coceses P. W. Burr 


—- ) 
Refers fe itizens’ National Bank. 


eae Witaeiee. eeabuabaceecs 


( 
Refers to First National Bank 


E. Goodwin 
Ser WAKEFIELD 


general law 


Collections and real estate litigation, 


pecialties. 
crane ty Gree 


Cie a 


Notary public. 


---Nagle & Nagle 


Holleran. Refers to Citizens’ National Bank 
a any bank in city. 
W.J. McCoy. Refers to People = oy &Sav.B'k. 


fecoee (Greene) 


ane ee eee eee ee eeeeee 


Davenport* (Scott) 


HARL & A McCABE 
National Bank 


——— 


Commercial law and collections. Refers to First 
National, Citizens’ National and Davenport Na- 


tional Banks. 
Dayton (Webster) 
Decorah* (Winneshiek) 
Refers to the First National Bank. 
NIG Dink pwsik sabbte cccecces< J. P. Conner 


Denison* (Cra 


Des Moines* (Polk) 
a a aol ana Youngman Block. 


pupiev, Corrin at BYERS. 


4 General law _ ‘practioe The 


eee eee ree reer rr 


Valley Nat’) Banks. 
Refers to the Iowa 
uette Savings Bank 
Thoroughly equip 


McHENRY RY at HAT CH, ome 311, 312, 313 Iowa Loan 
&T Bldg. Commercial law and collections. 


rust 
Dubuque’ (Du 


LYON & LYON’ Car. 5th & Main sts. Refer to First 
National Bank, Dubuque ; 


and U. 8. Express Co. sand an 
ufacturer or wholesaler; The 


American, Adams 
any et — 


B. Claflin 


New York; Carson, Perre, Scott & Co., Chicago. 


Duncombe (Webster) 
Dunlap (Harrison) 
a hay my! 


Eikader ¢ — ton) 


y & Linderman 
SARGENT BEVAN 


eral law practice in State and Federal courts. 


Emm g* (Palo Alto)..... M 
are CINE o0c0es éccceseses 
Co 


ections promptly handled. Notary Public. 


Refers to Bank of Estherville and First Nat'l B’k. 


Fairfield* (Jefferson) 


Smith 


. RK. 
Fonda (Pocahontas) .............-...-- Z. C. Bradshaw 
Fort Dodge* (Webster) 


J. P. ADAMS, 71334 Central ave. 
Fort Madison* (Lee) 
Garner (Hancock).... 


Gowrie (Webster) 
Grinnell* (Poweshiek) 
Grundy Center* (Grundy) 
Guthrie Center* (Guthrie) 








.. Watson & Weber 


R. J. W. Bloom 


Send to Fairfield 
acess 8. Gilliland 
.Kitt W. Mareau 
Send to Fort Dodge 
Haines & L 


Elisha A. Crary 


Wm. D. Milligan 


Hamburg* (Fremont)............ es & Stevens 


Hampton* (Franklin) 
Harlan* (Shelby) 


Fred. A. Harriman 
...-T. R. Mockler 


Refers to Shelby County Bank of a. 


Hartley (Brig) ......ccccccccecestecee lo we Briggs 
Refers to Hartley State Bank and C i. Colby & 
Co., bankers. 

Hawarden OE eee Hutchinson & Plank 

Ida Grove* (Ida).... ...... ......Homer 8. Bradshaw 

Independence* (Buchanan)..........-..- E. E. Hasner 

Indiancla® (Warren) .....ccccccvcccsceses 0. C. Brown 


Refers to the ht cage County Bank. 


Iowa City™ (Johnson 


Refers to First National Bank. 





Edward E. Ehret 





Sutbcise Sssdendubcbbes --T. A. Mugan 
Knoxville* blanonses Seaniaanel Johnson 
Lake City (Calhoun)............ Hutchinson & Jacobs 
La Porte City (Blackhawk) 





















iinet cenveegoesseodhaniin J.T. Beem 
NR nnnn on bans caccsceneest Preston & Moffit 
Marshalltown* (Marshall) ........Aldrich & Lawrence 
Mason (Cerro Gordo) 
F.A. " to First National Bank 
mercial Savings Ban 
Missouri V: ( Deccdun dubs 
Mount Ayr* ( Dittesccnccesstu E. C. M 
Mount P' Oa BA BABB 
Attorneys for National State and First Nat'l Banks. 
M (Muscatine) .............. a Brown 
Nashua (Chickasaw) ..... dedecccosondeten W. P. Perrin 
Neola (Pottawattamie).................... Clark 
Ff en dubhb dete sceceseses Edw. M. McCall 
Newell (Buena Vista).................... M. E. 
Newton* ae a Ditenes condgnbeds Ww ," McElroy 
Oelwein (Fayette)............-........ B. In ll 
Onawa* (Monona)................ McMillan & 
Orange City« Coan weccesces Orr, Hobson & Tepaske 
i: hocuhs sneneacunnwas G. F. Humbert 
e nitchell County Bank. 
pen TI W. 8. Hedrick 





pred ne litigation specialties. N. and 
her et =a to stay 


= rst National Bank. 

Wagner & “Miller. 
Rock Valley (Sioux)...:................ O. G. Reiniger 

Refers to the State Bank and Farmers’ Bank. 
Rolfe (Pocahontas) .................-cceee- C. C. Delle 
(“a ee W.H. Hart 

i avis. cawesonupedconsailt J. A. Willcox 
SEE CD nce dabdecdentcccccces anhean A. P. 
Scranton (Greene).... .. ............Send to Jefferson 
Shannon City (Union)................. Send to 
Gheldon (O’Briem)...........ccccccccesees Boies & Roth 
Shenandoah (Page)..............-.+«-- 


) G. B. Jennings 

Refers to Fit Nat'l and Shenandoah ee Yas 

a er J. Clark 

Sigourney* ( oe sseseccces seneee a's S. Woodin 

Sioux Ci Aha rg 

H. 1 BRowWN, City L Ci a Bldg. Refers to Secur- 

LOHR, GARDINER & Laeie, Masonic Bldg. Ce 
tions, itions and eneral law p 

Refer to Merchants’ and rity Nat'l Banke: 


Sioux, Rapids (Buena Vista)............D. F. Johnston 


Spencer* (Clay)... --- Richardson, Buck & 36 5 7 
Spirit Lake* (Dickinson) ................ L. E. Francis 
Storm Lake* (Buena Vista)........... Mack & DeLand 
SR Ca divisw desu ds 6osecctécneds W.8.G er 
Pinte GED scdvvceccnccccccssccdé Prestn & Moffit 
DEE CHD. Badin ces cevcvccedecgsees Ww. B. than 
Traer (Tama)............ . Hitchcock & Kepler 
Villisca (Montgomery)..............-...-- E bs 





Vinton* (Benton) ...... 
Wallingford (Emmet) . 
Waterloo* (Blackhawk)........... 
Collections and commercial litigs ation given ra 
attention. References: First } National anc 
mercial National Banks of W ater] 00. 
Waverly* (Bremer) 
A. M. Potter. Refers to German-American Loan 
& Trust Co.'s Bank, Waverly. 
Edward L. Smalley. Refers to State Bank of 
Waverly. 
Webster City* (Hamilton) -. 


Cato Se! 
..Send te Retherville 
Hanson & Liffring 


C. A. WEAVER 





Practice in State and Federal Courts. General 
Commercial and litigated business. Refers to 
First National Bank. 
Wesley (Kossuth)................... Boner & Fellows 
West Bend (Paio Alto)............  .-..- . P. Becker 
Commercial law and collections a bar ai 
West Liberty (Muscatine)............... . Nichols 
West Union* (Fayette) ..............---. J. Berkey 
Winterset* (Madison)................ A. w O. Weeks 
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Abilene* (Dickinson)..............- oopgee. W. Hurd 
(Labette) ... opsana 
Auten ). aston & M 
Arkansas Cowley)..........- .-Oliver M. Wilson 
Atchison* (A: )..aeeere Hh. M. & W. A. Jackson 
Belleville* Eieccccceesessed ««eeee W. T. Dillon 
Beloit* TT NAORPRRERIE ««---. A.G@ Mead 
Bulli {Wilsoa) asdienoaniiaill --.-.-R. M. Fraker 
eeigebacsecee «+++» Elmer A. Runyan 
Barlington* ( Jancooss-necasonshenean M. Connal 
Cimarron* (Gray) . . 2+ conccccsccssssMeny MEaeD 
Ge iccnccccccccoscensescitnel O. B. Looney 
Real Estate and Collection So Special atten- 
tion to real estate joans and collection of real estate 
loans for Eastern investors. 
Colby* Tn dp adgadeius codeine J A. Gill 
Columbus~ (Cherokee) . PPM 
Concordia* (Cloud).............. Pulstfer & Alexander 
Cottonwood Falls* (Chase) ..........--. Bros 
Coaneil Grove* (Morris)........... Geo. P. Morehouse 
iicccconsecesecossbousel 8. Simmons 
City* (Ford)........-..c00-cscese as W. Sutton 
El i ccconceeusgatamealnal w.M. 
Farmers & Merchants’ National Bank. 
Maporia® (Liyon)...........ccccsccccesee 
Eureka‘ (Green RR OR Be DB Fue 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Fort Scott* (Rourbon)..................-- John D. Hill 
Fredonia* (Wilson) ....................- .Atwood 
Garden Ci EN) -cccocesesooesetnn 
Garnett* ( BBGUR) .ccccccocscccccosseuss A. J. Smith 
Girard* (Crawford 


E. W. Arnold. Refers to the Bank of Girard. 
Lew H. a Refers to Bank of Girard and 
First N mal Bank. 


Goff (Nemaha)............... (asdinan dad Send to Seneca 
Goodland* (Sherman) .................. John Hartzler 
Refers to Goodland City Bank. 
Great Bend* (Barton) ..................- J. H. Jennison 
a iigian's Ha 
* (Jackson). .......-.-00.0+ 
Horton (Brown). . commmatll NS & SwITH 


Refer to First National Bank here or any other 


bank in Brown County. Notary 2 office 
Hoxie’ (Sheridan)............ ......- W. F. Schultheis 
Refers to Sheridan County Bank of Hoxie. 
| wn cel i a.vtéananmanehtll ...-E. A. Barber 
Hutchinson* (Reno)..................... H. Whiteside 
Jetmore* (Hodgeman)...............<,---- V. Lauts 
Jewell City (Jewell)................3. C. Postlethwait 
Junction od ----...0- B. Rairden 


(Geary) .. 
m. ... * oo National Bank. 


Wyandotte) 
at 1A 8. ‘SUTTON Formerly County Judge of 
Oneida County, N.Y. Refers to andotte 
State Bank and Merchants’ Bank of Kansas 


City, Kan. 

Kingman* (Kingman).................. W. G. Teturick 
Labette (Labette) ....................- Send to Oswego 
EA (OWED cc cccccdcccccescoonns W. H. Vernon 

Lawrence* (Douglas).................. W. C. Spangler 
Leavenworth* etre: éntadana Cc. 7 W. Dassler 
GR ERAGON)... cccccccnctessasance eo. D. Abel 
Refers to Saline Valley B’k and Linoon't State B’k. 
ince sc ccedotcasoensadgdetn Jones & Jones 
Manhattan™ (RRay) ccccccesccsccccesed Jobn E. Hessin 
BET LENO) .ccccncceccenccocesees yy Kelley 
wille* (Marshall)............ John A. Broughton 

SS Rr H. M. 
m* (McPherson)...........- John D. Millikin 
EN nnn200ccnnes cecedasenmadone 8. W. Miles 
lis* (Ottawa) ......cccces- George W. Hurley 
Mound a. SND. ccccdstsich cotunmel ohn W. Poere 
Mound Valley* (Linn)................- Send to Oswego 
Newton’ (Harvey).................Bowman & Bucher 
OS EEE: I. H. Thompson 
Oberlin* (Decatur)... .. -Bertram & Wilson 
Refers to Oberlin National Bank. 

Ciatine” (Selman) ... 2.20. cccccccccccces J. W. Parker 


Osborne* (Osborne) 
Loyal J. Miller Refers to Exchange Nat'l Bank. 


Israel Moore. Refers to T. M. Walker, president 
of First National Bank. 


Oswego* (Labette).................... M. E. Williams 
Refers to Oswego State Bank. 


Ottawa® (Franklin) ........ccccccocccss- FA 





8t. John* ( 
Seneca* (Nem 

— . ‘woooworTH. Refers to First Na- 

0 

8. P. Nold. Gatien to First National Bank. 
Guaith Centre* (Gmith)..........ccccces- sce E. 8S. Rice 
Stocktonm* (Rooks) ..........++.se00+-e- 8S. N. Hawkes 
Topeka* (Shawnee 


GEORGE A. HURON. Eremet attention to mercan- 
tile collections. Refers to First National, 
Merchants’ Natienal and Central we Banks 
of ‘fopeka. Practice in all courts. 


Wa Keeney* (Trego) FO <annecnosacenecswnnoeny \ f Cos 
ashington* (Washington)............,... 
Wellington" ( (Sumner)............... £0, r. WAcKNEY 


Chairman Committee on J 
lature. Refers to Wellington ban — 








ad .C. E. & A. 8. Littlefiela 
HENRY W. NUTTMANN. Refers to Kansas Nation- 2: a E. Grant 


Mem W. SARGENT, Rooms 400 & 402 Sedg- 
. Refers to Fourth National Bank 


Winfield* ey og Charles W. Roberts 
Center* (Woodson) 


pees Stephenson & Hogueland 
KENTUCKY. 


Thomas woolen manufacturers, Skowhe ? 
ppm pelea E. Moore 
D. Eaton 


w. Ww. 
Robert Emmet Puryear 
H. Chandler, President Ban 
Hon. J. Proctor Knott, Dean 
Law ogee. Centre College, Danville, Ky. ; 
P. Wat. Hardin, Ex-Attorney General State 
of Kentucky, Harrodsburg, K 
Clinton* (Hickman) 
Covington* (Kenton) 
Danviile* (Boyle) 
Falmouth* (Pendleton) 
Franktort* (Franklin) 
Grayson* (Carter) ............. 
Greenup* (Greenup) 


aye on bagi Ry 
BALTIM BS Glee 
AMERICAN bus — - 


fri <a 
‘anal Banko f Balti 

WILLIAM F. BEISWANGER, 5 East Lexington st. 
Commercial, 


corpo adj 
. _, attachments, insolvency 
References on application. 
N, 6 ~<a st., East. Com- 
Collection depart- 
er to any wholesale 


house in the oz. 

HENRY M. MARSHALL, 17 North st. Reference: 

ohn 8S. G , bankers 

MUSGRAVE, BOWLING & HALL, Fidelity Building. 
Commercial and banking law. Netary 
Members Attorneys’ National Clearing House. 
References : L., % & Deposit Co. and Na 

GH. 10 Ho kins Place, 

ta’ Protective Credit de Collection 

“Notary and Commissioner of Deeds in 

Collections . Robe 


. Counsel. to Peopie’s Bank, 
nts National Bank Nav ional 2 Seaange 
_— & Farmers’ 


Gilbert 8. 6 Hawkins 
Refers to Fecond National Bank of = .. 


Canpbelievilic, Ky.; 


ere “Wm. E dies 
to Manufacturers’ Na- 





Lexington* (Fayette) ................. Cc ‘Suydam: Seett 
LOUIS VILLE* (Jefferson) 

BARNETT & BARNETT, Cor. Fifth & Market ste. 
Louisville Banking Co. 
Practice in State and Federal 

insurance and corporation 


HODSON & HODSO 
mercial law a specialt 


fer to any aries or iaveneten penaes in » come 
Murray* (Calloway)... 


Owensboro* (Daviess) 
Mann & Ashbrook 


tbon) 
Pikeville* (Pike) ..Sheppard, Harman & Goodykoontz 
Refer to Bank of P’ 





) 
Attorney for the Kent Soaney Savings Bank. 
Crisfield (Somerset) Send to 


Russell (Greenup) men eRe Send to Goue 
J. B. Coffman 


~— 


Tay eee ile (Spencer) aE I 
Refers by permission to Bank of Tay veh 
Uniontown (Butler) . Seats ee ae 





Armstrong & Scott 


Gea 
Refers to Savings Bank of Somerset County and 
Bank of — 


. Send to Mor, anfield 


West Liberty* (Morgan) ee 
Winchester* (Clark) 


LOUISIANA. 
Alexandria* (Rapides) 


* (E Baton Rouge). 


Refers to Bank of Baton Rouge, e 
Bank, New Orleans. 
Donaldsonville* (Ascension) 
Homer* (Claiborne) 
Markaville* (A-voyelles)............. 

Monroe* —— ~ eae 
New Orleans* (Orleans 
— « Wey 220 Cavendelet st. 


. P. Barnea 
Westminster* (Carroll)..............- “Gharies E. Fink 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Adams (Herkshire) 


burnham 
Athol (Worcester) 

Refers to Miller’s River National Bank, Athol. 
Attleboro (Bristol) ................---- 
Barnsta’ 


Stubbs & Russell 


OS 
CARPENTER a TOWLE, 10 Tremont st. 
law practice and collections. 
oun — Co., International Trust Co and 


& Co. 

FARNSWORTH & CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collect ons 
jalty. Reference:—Freeman’s National 
and Nat:onal Hamilton Bank. Standard 
Oil Company. Bosten Belting Co., Chandler & 

Fa: quhar and Williams & Everett, Boston. 
a Jae hh. LAW COMPANY 
rated under the a of Massachusetts) 


LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
Beverly K. Moore, Pres't. D. L. Bowers, Treas. 
Moore & Burbank, General Counsel. 


, LORING & LORING, 31 State st. 
ord any Trust Co. and the Globe Na 


AUGUSTINE H iH REAO, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon- 
shi Law, ‘collections and depositions. 
Commissioner of Deeds and Notary Public. 
Counsel for READ’S AGENCY. 
Continental National Bank. Oliver Ditson Co., 
Jordan, Marsh & Co. and Boston Dail 
Brockton (Plymvath)........ 
Refers to Brockton National Bank. 


ferences furnished if desired. 
witian ARMSTRONG, Ex Aasat. U. 


cial and corporation, ‘law. 





given to collections. 
Refers to — Louisiana National Bank. 
Rayville* (Richland) 


Shreveport* (Caddo) Wise & Herndon 


Ashland (Aroostook)............... Seth S. Thornton 
Retere to Geo. R. a. owure ¢ rae 


y ome (Kennebec) drews 
HENRY L. MITCHELL 
Refers to First National Bank 
Le Kendankeag National Bank. 


Geo. F. 3 Leroy Haley 
= ‘on & St. Clair 


th* (Sagadah 
Biddeford* (York) 
Brunswick (Cumberland) . 
Calais* (Washington) 
Chelsea (Kennebec) .................-. Send to Gardiner 
Cherry field (Washington) 
Dexter (Penobscot) 
Dover* (Piscataquis) 
— to ee —. Bank < Der er. 





in city or = county official. Ref 
Clinton (Worcester)......... 
Refers to First National Bank 


ire) 
Easthampton (Hampshire) - 
Fall River (Bristol) F 
and f ommercial Law. ‘Attorneys for Po- 
ational Bank, National Union Bank, 
River Savings Bank and Citizens’ Savings ‘Bank 


Charles H. Blood 
Robert W. Carpenter 
Wm. B. Crocker, Pres't Foxboro ~ B’k. 
My Ai Dicnacducahat seqtnea Chas. A. 
Great Barrington (Berkshire) .. oul 

Refe National Mahaiwe Bank of ‘Great Bar- 
rington or Great Barrington Savings Bank. 


--Edmond A. Evans 
é -- Send to Pittsfield 


yreenleaf 

Refers to First Nat" B kand Franklin Co. Sav. B’k. 

Fort Fairfield (Aroostook) ...............W.T.8 Soom 

George W. Hese 

. Refers to Mere hante’ Nat'l B’k. 

Houlton* ( Aroostoo ). 6a Reece 

Lewiston (A ndroscog 
Livermore Falls (An eet 

The National Commercia) & Collectin 

G. A. Gordon, am + oe : 

Falls Trust & Banking © 

Oldtown (Penobscot)... . 

Refers to Eastern Trust & Banking ( Co., 

Pittaton (Kennebec) 
ortland* 


( Dace ee 
Randolph (Kennebec).......... 








“Send to Gardiner 
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—— — 
Hampshire) ................ Send to Holyoke | Romeo (Macomb)................--€. C. THORINGTON —-—% goverece—ouencesaull W. ELLIS 
verkl (Eeen yo ee Vere Goldthwaite Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. Refers Bank of Commerce a Ae 
cae anal Bank. ‘John Hildreth | E. J. , Eddy Bldg. (East Side. ~ A sere Williamson, & Pores 
— ational Bank and Home Na- tices in all courts. Collections 7 oe re | Movidin nd ~ D -catic re a 
SEE Dicvesnes ccencasecses Sweeney & Dow tion department. Refers to sip cole and } owe ml 
woossnccneensenseessacacces A.B. Bank and Savings Bank of East Saginaw. Mississippi City* (Harrison)............. T. V. Noland 
apenas eee ane ag Ne H. CONANT | Sand Beach (H anenesssecbeccessesse=- OC. Le, Hall | Natches* (Adams)..............-- E. 
aia N Sault Ste. Marie* Rosedale* CH SCOTT & E. H. WOODS 
(a t— wietrieneg be yy Fs 4 A. Cady. to the First National Refer to Hanover National Bank, New York, and 
ee Sa conee F. Hurlburt of this Memphis National Bank, Mem: 
Sesgweue meanetianss ~ Carpenter COUCH & MEIZGER (John A. Couch, Hen Scranton” (Jackson). ................---. Ford & Ford 
EPR NS FE shin A. Taft Metzger). Commercial law and col ns. | V! (Warren) 
ciwecetainn .-Alex. M. niin ee r Ww ( --«--.J. O. Napier 
3 P.WILES | Three Rivers (St capi aa 8. M. Constantine 
‘ers to at 
Traverse City* (Grand Traverse)... & Alton* ( -----L. P. Norman 
Ne aay, Hampshire Wencitknid Irwin ois Hardy Refer to First Beck ‘col Seon City one hannon) to Winona 
wesw neaincine . State 
Refers to the Agricultural National Bank. West City ORE Wes: ——ee Ci Green‘ (Pike) Motley 
Quincy (Norfolk)......,.....---- Wiliam G. A. Pattie | W Bay Gi a ge omar) -wvvvecveess ty Brookield s). ust 
fey: oa ee ak ward rown Tnallend (W, (Washtenaw)............. abnsen D.C. — > ( tied J 
ae rat on -adnaataaaam seul to Sityehe MINNESOTA. "(Ce Losier, Painter & Morris 
M. BURT, 469 Main CONNIE, ceidspaiadaveccocnss ( 
FH ee et Cine ene Chillicathe’ Charlee A. Loomis 
PATRICK ILROY, 475 Main st. Refers to Pynchon | Alden (Freeborn) .. Clinton* (Heary). & 
National Bank and Besse, Carpenter & Co. Austin* (Mower) Columbia ( Boone) seccesccossensecerases NT. Gentry 
D. E. WEBSTER, 431 Main st. Refers to First Na- | Brainerd* Hotere to fexcha ee Bank of Columbia. 
tional Bank.’ Eminence (Shannon) ..... .....--Send to Winona 
Canby (Yellow M 
‘Bristol).............---- G. Ed.zar Williams . Forsyth* Jemasecccccccccess William H. Johneos 
Waltham ( Wamkianmernae! © AD OO ORAPER. DAVIS. & HOLLISTER, 400 to 406 First pron alll = ——— ‘ Jaines a: 
Westlahl (Hampden) 22227777. BR Whiteap National Bank Bldg. Refer to First National | Grant City* (Worth).............---2-- W. 8. Gibson 
Westminster (Worcester)........... Send to Fitchb’ Bank American Exchange Bank. Hannibal (Marion).................----- . Fisher 
Winchester (Middlesex)......... — PEALER & FESLER. (Wm. 0. Peuler, Bert Fesler). Refers to First Nat'l and German-American Banks. 
roesters ( (Worcester: sy a and aS ere collections. Refers a ey Me inl -éibew eed N ~~. 
Soper nee oo donee Practice. Collection | — SCHARDS. & CRANDALL, S14 Chamber or Com-| Hunteville ’ 
0k Worcester tant or menataoterin firm. merce Bl Collections and commercial busi- * (Jackson) ..........-.. Jno. N. Southern 
wooo & wooo, s State Mutual Bldg. ches ness. He est grade references furnished on | Jefferson City* (Cole)...................--- J.C. Fisher 
ele work. Calectins. ‘options. Be: | quoi SSEy a pay. Commer Pitot tp Miner! Bank of Yopin and Sue, Church 
oe x farce nec collections & ty. Refer to any baat fa N.Y. . 
ee Duluth, and St. Paul National Bank, St. Paul. KaNsad CITY* (Jackson).... Pratt, Dana & Black 
: Fairmont* (Martin)....... .......--- De Forest Ward J. U. Storw 
peal ————.-- ;, Rovertecn & Cuk Reters to the Martin County Bank. soit 
dlegan* (Allegany) .. illiams er wooccencd ennees Mott 
A!pena* (Alpena) wx H. Cobb 4 J.P. Williams 





a Briggs 
eae Shepard 
Refers to y, City Bank, Bay City, et Lumber- 


man’s State k, West Bay City. 

* ( csiudineeenenamistntibiad & Guile 
Benton —— (Berrien) .............-. Kelley 
ers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. 
dioant City ( SD -iksd covebeodniteens Fred A. Farr 


Refers to To te City Bank and Exchange Bank 
sor. 


of D. W: 
onen--seeece+-ceeees Wilford Maclem 
DETROIT* (Wayn 
WILLIAM M. January, 12 Telegraph Block. Mem- 


od coy gy Law = Seages of America. Re- 


to Gen. R. 
SAYLES, WOOD & HAMMOND, 10 Butler Building. 
Commercial, corporation and real estate law. 


Baton Rapids (Eaton).................... J. M, Case 
Benzie pawewe dobesccsceneuhe Cc 

Fremont (Newaygo)..................--. A. F. Tibbits 

Grand Ledge ( OSLER 2 2 Cassius Alexander 

Gladwin* eg, a Seamed meckanamtinned J. T. Campbell 
Grand * (Kent) 

BOLTWOOD & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 601-607 Michi- 

Trast Co. Bldg. 8 Pweg Commercial 

w and colasotiens, fer to Old National 


Bank of Grand Rapids. 
TAGGART, KNAPPEN & DENISON, 1011-1015 Michi 
gan Trust Co. Bldg. Generai practice. Cor- 
poration, commercial law and collections. Refer 
to fo Grand Rapids National Bank 
Hancock (Houghton)........... Dunstan & Hanchette 


gg LO ee Winfield S. Hanson 
hton* (Houghton). ikaingoabey -Albert K. Gray 
pt NS .J.B McKibben 
Refers to Boies State Savings Bank and Thompson 
Savings Bank. 
eeie* Genie) ...........-......... Horrigan & Nichols 
Refer to Webber Bros. B'k & lonia Co. Sav’s B’k. 
Lronwood nna SS apatanpes mommy Wage 
Ispheming (Marquette) ............ ayden & Young 
Jackeson* (Jackson)................. J. H. Zuver & Co 
Refers to D. M. Usborne & Co. of Auburn, N. Y., 
and The Wyckhoff Harv. Co. of Jamestown N. Y. 
* (Kalamazoo)......... Boudemarn & Adams 
Lake Odessa i binvetabaccsann’ Ww yy H. Mains 
Oe McKernan 
naming Cinahem). lina amabntipmaines CAHILL & wood 
Refer to City National and State Savings Banks. 
Cs ee E. £. Benedict 
Marquette* (Mw “wane Resi: -Chas. R. Brown & Son 
Midland* (Midiand)................... M. H. Stanford 
Mount Pleasant* (Teabella) Minced Russell & McNamara 
Muskegon” {(Muskegon).............. R. J. MacDonald 
Miles (Berrien).................c0e- William J. Gilbert 
0 ae H. C. Stoughton 
Petoskey (Emmet). .........--.----------- Dart & Dart 


Refer to 8. ~ anaes & Son and First State Bank. 
Pontiac* (Oaklan John H Patterson 
Refers to wed Commercial Bank. 
Port Huron* (St. Clair) 
Law & Moore. Refer te F M. Taylor, Commercial 


Bank or any bank in city. 








Little Falls* (Morrison) 
Lindbergh, Blanchard & Lindbergh. 


Long Prairie* (Todd).......-......-.-. J.D. Van Dyke 

Mankato* (Blue Earth).................. S. B. WILSON 
Commercial law and collections mo attended 
to. Refers to First National And National 
Citizens’ Bank. 

Marshall (Lyon) -............-...- Seward & Burchard 


Refer to Lyon County National Bank and First 
National Bank of Marshall. 


ee ug — (Hennepin) 

DERSON, 500 Temple Court. General 
hen 5 for Uni Claim Ageneies (incor- 
porated). Attends to all kinds of legal busi- 
ness in all courts. Able lawyers, active 
collectors and reliable reporters and appraisers 
in nearly all towns. Coll lections made, com- 
mercial reports and appraisals of values of 
Rivas ees bonds and mortgages, 
urnished. —— ons taken. Special refer- 


cation 

FIFIELD, O FLETCHER & & FIFIELD, 609-614 Lumber 
Exchange. Commercial, corporation and real 
estate law, specialties. Refer to Flour City 
National Bank or any bank or jobbing house 
in Minneapolis. 

Montevideo (Chippewa) Lynder A. Smith 

Moorhead” (Clay) .......-..-.---- James M. Witherow 
General law practice and collections. Refers to 
Moorhead National Bank and Bradstreets. 

Pind Clty (PMG). 66 <n cscccscosconvoas 5. G. L. Roberts 
Refers to Bank of Rush city, Minn., and First 
State Bank of Pine City, Minn. 

Redwing’ (Goodhue)..............- Boynton & Stevens 

Rochester™ (Olmsted) 
Callaghan & Granger. Refer to First National and 

Rochester National Banks. 

Saint Cloud* (Stearns) ............-. Reynolds & Roeser 

Saint James (Watonwan)............ ‘W.S. Hammond 

SAINT PAUL’ (Ramsey) 

S. P. CROSBY, 610-611 Globe Bldg. Commercial, 
corporation and real estite Jaw. References: 
Merchants’ National Bank and American Hoist 
& Derick Co. of St. Paul. 


Perr e rer rrr) 


Saint Peter* (Nicollet)... .............-.--- Stone 
Stillwater* (Washington) ...........- 8. Blair McBeath 
Two Harbora* (Lake) .............-------- Jobn Dwan 
Winona* (Winona)................-.- WEBBER & LEES 
Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of Winona. 
Zumbrota (Goodhue).............-+.-+.- J.H. Farwell 
on ISSISSIPPI. 
Aberdeen* (Monroe).........-..------+---- 


G. C. Paine 

Bay St. Louis* (Hancock). Bowers, om & McDonald 

Brookhaven* (Lincoln) Will R. Easterling 
Refers to Commercial Bank of Brookhaven 


Gambatt® (0 AMISOR) cwcsccccccecccesosesoness ¥. B. Pratt 
Clarksdale* (Coahoma) .........-...-- John W. Cutrer 
Greenville* (Washington).......-. ...Joshua Skinner 





Greenwood* (Leflore)............-Coleman & McClurg 
Gulfport (Harrison).......... Send to Mississippi City 











Osceola* (St. Clair) 

Platte City* —. gdbadins cess veecep N. P. Anderson 

Poplar Biuff* (Butler) ..............-. J. Perry Johnson 
Refers to fatler + Onan Bank. 

Princeton* (Mercer) .............«.+++----- . B. Evans 

Rich Hill (Bates)............-......- Geo. P. Hucke 

St. Joseph* (Buchanan). ..... STAUBER & CRANDAL 
German-American Bank Building. 

8ST. LOUIS. 


WALKER & JOURDAN, Rooms 325, 326 & 527 Com- 
mercial Bldg. (BR. F. Walker, formerly Attor- 
ney-General of Missouri; Morton Jourdan, 
formerly Ass’t Attorney- -General of Missouri.) 
References: Mechanics’ Bank and State Bank. 





Savannah* (Andrew)............-- Hine, Rea & Tilson 
Sedalia* (Pettis)... .. San & Lamm 
Slater* (Saline). ......... 0000 --eeensneeee 8. B. Burks 
Springfield* (Green: Love & Johnson 
Stewartsville (De Kalb) . .B. F. Clark 
Stockton* (Cedar). Ira E. Barber 
Stargeon _—-. T. 8. Carter 
Trenton* (Grundy). .W. E. Clark 
Unionville* (Putnam).. oe "Beverly H. Bonfoey 
Versailles* (Morgan)............ Henry M. Washburn 

arrensburg” (Johnson)................$. J. CAUDLE 

Refers to any bank in Warrensburg. 

Webb City (Jasper) ..............+-- Wittich & Devore 
Winona (Shannon).................-..-- J. W. Chilton 
MONTANA. 

Billings* (Yellowstene)..............-.---- G. A. Lane 
Boulder (Jefferson) ..........--...-+- Thomas T. Lyon 

Bozeman* (Gallatin) ...............++-.-s. J.L. 

Butte* (Silver Bow)............-cscceecees R, COOMBE 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Dillon* (Beaverhead)................... . 8. Barbour 

ee 2 a John J. Kerr 

fers to Lewis Bros. Bank. 

Great Falls* (Cascade) .............- L & 

Hamilton (Missouia)..............-.. Robert A. O'Hara 

Helena* (Lewis & Clarke).......... Edward C. Russel 

Kalispell* (Flathead)................-- McC. Winin 

Missoula* (Missoula).................- A. L. DUNCAN 


Refers to the Western Montana National Bank. 


W bite Sulpbur Springs* (Meagher) ..........P. Black 
amggonmen 

Aimsworth* (Brown).............. ye, ae 

Auburn* (Nemaha)............... seins Scott SM arty 


a (Hamilton) 
. ©. KEITH. Refers to First National Bank and 
State Bank. A general law practice. Collec- 
tions and commercial litigations, specialties. 
Ey = and stenographer in office. 


JOHN A. : WHITMORE. 





Penn -RZie SO 


aoe 
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Davia Smith 
gg -  * Sieber: qocdhstah Christy & Boden 
oe ce a FE EE Jay B. McDowell 
EUs bvccceeseaghsenaseanenan L. B. Stiner 


Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Fairfield. 
Falls ae ai a — son) 
Fremont* ( 






. L. Matthews 
(Buffalo) WARREN PRATT 
to City. National Bank and Farmers’ Bank. 
ry B \crse Deatbeocasnenan+ianunin a Frank a 
Pb Amecgececesecsoes cst to 
Lineoln* (Lanc a 


(Lancaste: 

BROODY & PETTIS. Commercial law and collec- 
tions. Refers to Columbia National Bank. 

F. H. WOODS & L. E. WINSLOW. Mercantile and 
real estate law. Collections anywhere in Ne 
braska given prompt personal attentivn. No- 
taries Public. Depositions carefully taken. 
Refer to the First, American Exchange and 

_— Bp me National Banks. 
Ww Sc casaccavcscasuenatin — to Schuyler 
we (to Firet National Ban i of Miadivon, 
ers rst National Ban 
MoCook*(Red Willow). 





Vity ) 
Nelig SEND . «oc cusbetscaacndmuied N. D. Jac 
Melson (Nuckolls) ....................--- H.W. SHORT 
Attorney. Notary Public and Collector. _Twenty- 
five years practice in the courts of Nebraska 
References both banks of Nelson. 





Nerfolk* (Madison) ........ eo. A. Latimer 
North Platte* (Lincoln) .. J. 8. ony 
Oakdale* (Antelope) ........ Jemma 

Octavia (Butler) ..................0. Send to 2 sehuplor 


* (Douglas 

JOHN W. BATTIN, 412 New York Life Bldg. Refers 
to Nebraska National Bank of Omaha and 
Omaha Gas Company. 

BLACKBURN & McKINNEY. Attorneys for The 
Cudahy Packing Co., Packers National Bank, 
South Omaha, and the Packers Collection 
Agency. Refer to any bank or business house 
in Omaha. 

A. S. CHURCHILL, (ex-Attorney General of Ne- 
braska) Suite 516 N. Y. Life Bldg. Refers to 
any bank in Omaha. 

O'Neili* (Holt) 
R. R. Dickson. 


T. V. Golden. Refers to First Nat’l Bank, O'Neill. 
eg taiercdedssbadenia tie Munn & Hall 
CEE vc ccocccee.. cocucoccseue H. M. Marquis 

, (Furnas)... .. s.oss Cea H. Sherwood 
Pawnee Vity* (Pawnee) ............--..H. C. Lindsay 
rar R. G. Strong 

Refers to State Bank of Pender and First Nat. B’k 





Rising | STOR Geo. W. Wiltse 

ity (Butler).. -+++++-Elwood 8. Jones 
Bored Ra ccecicccceccsussbhend Send to Schuyler 
Bushville* (Sheridan) ..................... C. Patterson 
Saronville (Clay) .................-...-- Sowa to Sutton 
Geeepier® (Oat) 2.2.22... .cccccccsonccee W. |. ALLEN 
Seward* (Seward)..................... Norval Brothers 
Shelton (Buffalo)... .. -«-++«++--Spencer E. Phelps 
South Omaha (Douglas). ...Duffie & Van Dusen 
8. Edward (Boone) ....................-- J. E. Wiison 
St. Paul* (Howard).................... B. D. Hayward 
Stanton* (Stanton).......................- 1.N. Vining 
Stromsburg (Polk) .....................- E. E. Stanton 
Superior (Nuckolis) ...........cccccsccoce F. M. Sweet 
8u Pi Cintinn ecacccccughécdnipoaiain F. B. HAWK 
8 Hefern to First National and Sutton gS _— 

ae 34eeees cheeneesuen seac 
Socumneth SD cccqde scctsusem ail uM ‘B. C. True 
WPMD «4 aucncoccéuscéauttewsh oan C. M. Skiles 
Verona (Clay).......................... Send to Sutton 
Wabateld (Dizon) .... wsstsvseceececes-Js H. Brown 

i. -copcceunedeusseanan ¥F. M. N 
West Point* (Cuming).................. —— 
a acavcceseusessseesenie Oliver Oleson 
WD cacuccccqdbencocsessckodill Geo. W. Bemis 
NEVADA, 
Austin* (Lander)................ aie Cc. GAYHART 
ey and "mn practice 

Carson A ae avepsedddeat T. Coffin 
Reno* (Washoe)...........-..0..« consce, WER Ly 
Vv SEN® GERSEY). .. nn cconeenbacenst . Pyne 


tery) Geo. D. 
fers to Bank of California at Virginia City. 





NEW HAMPSHIRE. 





etcher 
jboro)..Burnham, Brown & Warren 


Manchester* ( 
Nashua* (Hillsboro} heey POD William J. a7! 
Newport* (Sullivan).......................- A. 8. W 
Peterboro (Hillsboro) .............. James F. Brennan 
oe First a ams, © of or. 
Rochester | sancuomngy — bey tt 
re ae (Strafford)............... Wm  ¥ » 
I I ano ncns s\n connaseeces Cc. t 
Woalfoorn (Carrelt.. iidhiaadcese 8. W. Ablote 
Woodsville (Grafton) Death cwcchecnes Samuel B. Page 
Attorney for the Woodsville National Bank. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Arlington (Hudson)............... Send to Jersey 
As) Park (Monmouth)........... Send to 
Atlan yi (Atilantio)..............Chas. A. Baake 
(Hudson)...... ...... Van Buskirk & Parker 
Sindee degen. md 
( Deecaceccoccce se 
Bound Brook (Somerset) .......... Robert R. La Monte 
Camden* (Camden)........... CHAS. L. R. CAMPBELL 


317 Market st. Refers to Security Trust & Safe 


Deposit 
Cape May City* (Cape May)....... M. E. Hildreth 
Bitesbeth* (Union) "-....-....... RICHARD F. HENRY 
4 Hunterdon A. iucan 
* (Hun Bupoces 
Frocholie (Momma mat¥eant -FaevERICK PA 
Refers to Central National Bank 
Hackensack" ( Rivdcaewsusese Cc 
Hackettstown (Warren) .................. W. Hunt 
Harrison (Hudson) ...............- Send to J City 
Hoboken (Hudson).................... Alex. C. Young 


Jersey —— (Hudson) 
Frank P. McDermott, 259 Washington st. Refers 
toN J. Tithe Guaranty & Trust Co J erseyCity. 
Lambertville (Hunterdon) . . Welter F. Hayhurst 
Refers to the Lambertville National Bank. 


4 Ree Seren (Monmouth) 
homas P. Fay. Collections promptly attended to. 
FREDERICK PARKER, Counse —~ at Law, 12 West 
Main st., Freehold, N. J. iB roadway, Long 
Branch, N. J. Supreme ‘ Sox irt Commissioner 
and Special Master in Chancery 


Manasquan (Monmouth)...... ...... Parker & Pearce 
Matawan (Monmouth)...............Send to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris) 
Guy Minton. Refers to First National Bank. 
Charles A. Rathbun. Refers to Morristown Trust 
Co. and Morris County Savings Bank. 
Mount 7 - “wepeepes Niaveednn Walter A. Barrows 
Newark* (Esse: 
DANIEL F. BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. Collections 


pecialty 
New Pew =~ */ Middlesex). Warren R. Schenck 
Refers to National Bank of New Je srsey and Peo- 
ple’s National Bank. 
Ocean City (Cape May)........... Albert A. Howell 
Refers to Central = Co. 





Oran, .....David R. Snever 
Pp; SE eae Wm. W. Scott 
Paterson* (Passaic)...............- James G. Blauvelt 
Plainfield (Union) 
George W.V. Moy. Refers to First National Bank 
ot Plainfield and McKesson & Robbins. New 
York ¢ ity. 
Pope & Runyen. Refers to City National Bank, 
Rushmore & Co. and Smalley Bros., butchers. 
Princeton (Mercer)...... ....F. A. Dennis 
Rahway (Union) ...... ... Leslie Lupton 
Red Bank (Monmouth) plegate & Hope 
Rutherford (Bergen)............ ames W. Miller 
Refers to Chas. Burrows, cashier People’s Bank & 
Trust Co. and Cook Conkling of Rutherford. 
Somerville* (Somerset) .......... James L. Griggs 
Refers to First National Bank of Somerville. 
Trenton* (Mercer) 
Samuel W ~ Jr., 105 E. State ~ 








Woodbridge (Middlesex) iohas Send to New Brunswick 
Woodbury” (Gloucester)........... David O. Watkins 
NEW MEXICO. 

Albuquerque* (Bernalillo) .....- Thos. N. Wilkinson 


Ulayten* (Union). ..O. E. Smith 


East Las Vegas (Saa ‘Miguel).. «++--.--.--Long & Fort 
folsom (Union)............ — Send to Clayton 
Las V as* (San Miguel) .. - «....-.Long & Fort 
Santa Fe* (Santa Fe)............- George W. Knaebel 
Silver City* (Grant)........... RICHMOND P. BARNES 
Refers to Silver City National Bank. 
* (SOOOrro)..........00.-2. «-+---.0. D. Brooks 
NEW YORK. 
Adams (Jeffarson)..................-- Fred. B. Waite 


Refers to Citizens’ National Bank 

Albany” (Albany) ........ -BUCHANAN & LAWYER 
(Charles J. Bucharan, George Lawyer), 7% Chapel 
st. References: First National Hank, National 
Exchange Bk and National Sav'gs Bk of Albany. 


Amsterdam (Montgomery)... ...... Sullivan & Barke 

Auburn* (Ca en ateeinea gene Louis K. R. Laird 
Refers to National Bank of Auburn. 

Batavia* (Gemosee) ...........-....++. Arthur E. Clark 








a 


| = zy eibh ned dnewaaedewed cre 

Belmont* (Allegany) ..........-....---- . 

* (Broome)....... Carver, & Jenkias 
: vem nainetedininiatelinia to Rochester 


* (Kings) See New York City. 
Buffalo* (Ene) 
CHARLES R. & eases © U. CARRUTH, 53 & 54 
White also 309 Broadway, New York Ms 9 
Careful conscientious attentien 
re kinds of legal — includin 


g 
ea toUity andGermanB’ks. 
bees =~ — 1012 12 Guaranty Bldg. Kefer to 
iain cen alia dad £liot B. Norton 
Refers § Jerome B. a 


Canajoharie (Montgomery Wal C. WHEELER 
t ....0. W. . c 
A'general law practice, Refer to National Spraker 
a Consjehario National 


aumaen (Ontario) ...........---- Henry M. Field 
Refers to MeKechnis & Co. bankers. 

(Jefferson) ............-.---- Frank T. Evans 

( De seenanentneaecsete . Olney 


) - = 

Chatham {Columbial” 
C. E. Refers to State B’k, Chatham, N.Y. 
McClellan pps Refer to State Bank, Chat- 





Dunkirk (Chautauqua) .Stearns, Warner & Cummings 
Elmira* (Chemung) ...........-.-.-- 
1 ).....2.+seee2---8end to Whitestone 
Fort Davisecrnan Send oharie 
Fulton (Osw enue enesbe 
eters to First Nationa mal and Geneva sai hos 
Glens (Warren).............-- 
(St. Lawrence)..........-- William N 
Homer ( Re cnacediuencsmoustegl Send to 
Falls (Monroe) ..........-- Send to Rochester 
Ht (Steuben)............-- Chas. 
Hudson* (Columbia) ...... anidsoceunetd A. F. B. Chase 
Ithaca* (Tompkins) ............------- James L. Baker 
Jamestown (Chautauq Desens —— & Weeks 
Refer to Jamestown Nai 
Tohnstow n* (Fulton)............. FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradstreet’s and the Johnstown 
Keeseville OS eee N. T. Hewitt 
) 
6G Atkins, 43 43 John st. Refers to Kingston 
Lockport* (N’ RR ae ee ua Gaskill 
Malone* ( ‘ RE FaeDEMiCK = PADDOCK 
erences : — s Nat'l & Farmers’ Nat’]Banks. 
Marathon (Cortland) ...........-..--- to Cortland 
Massena (St. Lawrence) .............Berry & Crapser 
Refer to the — Banking Co. 
Middletown (Uran, ntesitndinia 


.John C. R. Taylor 
Saeins Ostrander & Cranford 


Sonat key ~t 


NEW YORK* (New York) 


BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 
CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, Suite 150-160, 96 
Broadway, and 6 Wall st. ‘(See card.) 
POWELL & CADY (OmarPowell. Daniel L. ad iy. ae 
mag N. Y., and 113 Montague st., —_ 
Counsel for Gilbert Elliott Law Co and 
= Attorneys’ and Agencies’ Association. 
Special attention to litigated cases in State and 
nited States courts. (See card back page.) 
JAMES C. SPENCER, Stewart Bidg, 240 Broadway. 
General law practice and consulting counsel. 
0. B. THOMAS, 243 Broadway. General law a 
Collection devartment. Consulting co 


BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 


JAMES P. PHILIP, 26 Court st. Refers to Nassan 
Nat’l Bank and the German-American Baak. 


POWELL & CADY, 113 Montague st. 


Niagara Falls (Niagara)........... Ely, Dudley & Cohn 

Ogdensburg (St. Lawrence) ....... J. A. Goldstone 

Olean (Cattaraugus).............. Frederick W. Kruse 

Oneida (Madison) ...........-......-- Burke & Brewer 
Refer to National State Bank, sa & Merch- 
ants’ ——— k, and Central Ban 

Oneonta (Otsega)........-..-.----+-++- ‘7 F. Thompsen 
Refers to iret National Bank. 

Oswego* (Oswego) ..........-.-.--+-+ Coon & Bentl 

Owego” (Tioga) oe 

Peekskill (Westchester) ................-- J. H. 

Penn Yan* (Yates).........-.....-.--- John H. Butler 
a to any bank or business man in Yates or 

adjoining county. 
Platts * (CHMBOM) . .cccccccceeccecees 8. A. Kellogg 
Potedam (St. Lawrence).............- W.M. Hawkins 
* (Dutchess) .......-. Martin Heermance 

Pulaski (Oswego)..........--- Huntington & Whitney 
Refer to Pulaski National 

Rhinebeck (Dutchess) ............-- Martin Moumeente 

Riverhead* = Lidhkdlaguaceneastenens J. W. Hand 


Rochester* (Monroe) 
BROWN & “POOLE, (Selden S. Brown, Harry Otis 
Poole) 337 &338 Powers Bldg. Practice in City, 
State and Federal courts. Refer to Traders 
National Bank. 

JOHN R. FANNING, 524-526 Powers - Practice 
in all State and Federal courts ferences: 
Traders’ National Bank and Union Trust Co. 
Special attention to commercial business. 
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Rome anes sane-------. MCMAHON & MASON 
Teofer to Wisvi National Bank, Rome Gee Ligmtoe, 





Asheville* (Buncombe 
SHUFORD & SHUFORO A shen a and W. E. 
~— rd.) A. oes ad of Fw 
te Court Hofer to betty a 
nthe Blue Ridge National Bank, Asheville, 
, and State ot Virginia, Richm: nd, 
Var nd a a law and the collection of 


specialties 

Carthage* (Moore) . . JNO. W. HINSDALE. Collections 
Charlotie* (Mecklenburg)..........-. Clarkson & Duk 
Durham‘ De seshnin sane & Foushee 
Elizabeth City* (Pasquotauk)............. F. Lam! 
Fayetteville* (Cumberland)... ...... 7. Ww. a_i - 
Gastonia ( Daninwiashied oncnewing 
Greensboro* (Guilford) ............. ‘SHAW & BSCALES 

vty Barly lca we efer te 


ze 

Greenville* ( 

High Point (Guilford) pola Stedman & Rag 
Refer to National Bank of High Point. the Bank 
of Guilford, Greensboro, N. (., ur any business 
man in h Point. 





Hot Springs (Madison)...................-. I. N. Ebbs 
Jefferson* (Ashe) ....................--- .R. Lov 
Refers A. D. Reynolds, rina, Tenn. 
Lexington* (Davidson).............. Walser & Walae 

SR ccconccukvsncessihine « B F. McLean 
Refers to tank : Lumberton, N.C., or Bank of 
Laurinburg, N.C 
Monroe’ =—-- .-Covington & oy 
Mt Airy (Surry) ....... -. -reo. W. 8) 
New Bare" ma frat pibinthdirebiotelpsceialin siceiiiiiains R. B. teen 


Raleigh* (Wake) 

A. B. ANDREWS, Jr. Commercial law. Refers to 
Citizens’ National Bank. Local counsel for 
Southern Railway Co. 

JNO. W. HINSDALE. References: The banks of 
Raleigh and Fayetteville, N. C.; The Supreme 
Court Judges of N.C.; The H. B. Claflin Co. 

uckley & Co., Seed beave Fund 

Life Assoc., New York ; Penn Mutual Life 

Assoc., Philadelphia ; Strouss Bros. & Co., 

Baltimore. Compiler of the Abstract of the 

Commercial Laws of North Carolina in the 
AMERICAN BANK REPORTER. 

Rockingham" (Richmond)..........Cameron Morrisor 


Roxboro* (Person)........... ......-. Wm. D. Merritt 
Refers to the People’s Bank of Roxboro. 
Rutherfordton* (Rutherford).... .........-. S. Gallart 
Refers to Baak of Rutherfordton. 
Shelby* (Cleveland)..................- Gidney & Webt 
Statesville* (Iredell) ...............Armfield & Turner 
Sutherland (Ashe)................... Send to Jefferson 
Williamston* (Martin) .......... ...... H. W. Stubbs 
Wilmington* (New Hanover)...........P. B. Manning 
Winston* (Forsythe) ............. Jones & Patte>son 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Bathgate (Pembina) ..................-.. Ww. J. Burke 
CK* (Burleigh) 

A. T. PATTERSON. Refers to the Bismarck Bank. 

Bottineau (Bottineau)................. Send to Towner 

Devil's Lake* (Ramsey).............. E. A. MAGLONE 


Refers to First National Bank of Devil's Lake. 
Dickinson” (Stark). . ---- James G. Campbell 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Ellendale (Dickey}................ A. D. Flemington 
F * (Cass) 
W. H. BARNET, Rooms 7 & 8 Morton Block, Broad- 
way. General practice. Refers to Red River 
Valley National Bank ani Merchants’ state 
Kan+, Fargo and Hon Chas. A. Pollock, 
Judge D strict Court. 
MORRIL: & ENGERUD, Smith Block. Refer to 
First and Red River so | National Banks. 
8S. G. Roberts. Refers to Red River Valley Nat’ 
Bank and First National Bank. 
Grafton* (Walsh).................... dae & Phelps 
Refer to Grafton National Bank 
Grand Forks* (Grand Forks) 
BANGS & GUTHRIE. Refer to Merchants’ National 
Bank of this city and to Wardner, Bushnell, 
Glesner Co. of Chicago. 






Hilisboro* (Traill).............-....--..---.d. F. Selby 
La Moure* a.-.. onepaeadh R. W 8. Blackwell 
Refers to State of . N. D.; First 
State Bank of Kulm, N.D.; James River National 
Bank of Jamestown N.D 
Mandan* + ee se puppenadieteeien stpdnce eninn 
Minot* (Ward)...... inebains kadke ved sen to T 
Northwood (Grand Forks) ............-.M. V. Linwel) 
Rugby (Pierce).........-... peaageaxky to Towner 
*( Win cccnsochs cocsces< H. 
Towner* (McHenry) ..............- 7 owe 
tein - ns, Ward, Peron, ol a 
nr} Counties. Refers to T its’ B 
Valley City" (Barner).........- MARTIN eRe REMMEN 
to First National Bank and any 
2 Valley City. 
Wah: P CEE oo vss hdswawseags> W. E. Purell 
Williamsport* ( A. Arnistrong 
Williston (Williams) .... .. Send to Towner 
Ww City (Bottineau) bine b00eseed Send to Towner 
OHIO 
Akron* (Summit)........... didnt vececamene Otis & Otis 
Alliance (Stark) ...................--- Rogers & Hart 
PE iinidsiade hen saceccnvaieeacn See Elyris 
Andover(Ashtabula) ...............-. C, D. Ainger 
( See. G. Willard Belknap 
Refers to Ashtabula Bank Co. & Farmers’ Nat. B’k 
Ashville (Pickaway) .............-...- G. W. Morrison 
REA BR ncincaccce caccecvessvesss L. A. KOONS 


‘or non-residents given prompt attention 
Barnesville (Belmont)...... .........-. Petty & Crew 
Batavia* (Clermont) .............- Swing & 
Bellefontaine* (Legan)................. ohn C. Hover 

Refers to the Peop!e’s National Bank. 
Blanchester (Clinton)............... sss. P. Sa 
ling Green* (Wood)... . ....... Nearing & Shatzel 
(Fairfield) ................. Send to St. M 
Bryan* (Williams)...................- ohn B. W 
Bu P COEIIE) .c000cccccccceses ward Vollra 
IR on sancccesessesectpenel J B Worley 
Caldwell* (Noble) ................-..... D. 8. Spriggs 
Cam (Guernsey) ..... .-. J. H. Mackey 
Camden (Preble) ....................- Frank G. Shuey 
Po ee aaa A. J. Kittinger 
Oanton* (Stark) 


MILLER & POMERENE, Central Savings Bank Bldg 


kefer to any bank in the ci ty. 


Carey Mat yond edeeeeecscos ns cooenpee Amos Bixby 
Carrollton* (Carroll) ................ A. P. Mortland 
Celina* (Mencer} RehGs0s0s eobguewandobet John Kramer 
Cheshire (Gallia)................... Send to Gallipolis. 
Chillicothe* (Ross)..................... Wilby G. Hyde 


CINCINNATI” (Hamilton) 

Refers to Franklin Bank, 
mour Packing Co. and any 4 
ness house or commercial agency 
_ the city. pone Wy as- 

gnments, corporation and gen- 

eral practice in any court. Re- 
ports promptly made. No charge 
unless successful. a and 
stenographer in eftice ollec- 
tion charges—10% on first $100; 

5% in excess to $1,000. Usual 

division with attorneys. 

W. J. DAVIDSON, st. Paul Bldg, 111 E. Fourth st. 
oeraities law practice and collections. Commer- 

cial litigation. Refers to Equitable Nat'l Bank. 

JOHNSON & LEVY, Chambe: ot Commerce buildin, 
Refer to Equitable National Bank, Members o 

Attorneys National Clearing House. 

OTTO PFLEGER, 483 Johnston Bidg. Refers to 
Fourth National and German National Banks. 
Claims against insolvents, replevins and at- 
ow specially attended to. Commercial 


ALFRED GROVES, 
507 Johnston Bldg. } 








Circleville* (Pickaway) ................- H. A. Wel?on 

CLEVELAND" (Cuyahoga) 

Cable address: ‘‘Jarnold, 
Cleveland.” Telephones, 
Main 2818 and Home Phone 
53. (ommercial, banking 
and corporation law my 
specialties. Collections re- 
ceive the attention of a 
special department. Dep 
Ositivns stenographic alls 
taken before notary in o 

JNO. W. ARNOLD, bee. oo attach 
Sten © ments, replevin and sup 
Suite 798 Splementary _ proceedi: gs 

Society for Savings Bldg. ; Keterencts: ‘Ihe leveland 

Trust Co., The Drake Coal 

Co., The M. A. Cozzens 

Lard Vil Co., Cleveland; 

The Furniture  ommercial 

Agency, Cin’nati & Grand 
Rapids; The Allegan City 
Bank, Allegan ; The Michi- 

an klectric Co.. Detroit ; 

| Peabody, Houghte ling & 
|Co, Chicago. (See card 
lon front cover.) 

HART, CANFIELD & CALLAGHAN, 306-309 Beck man 
B Refer to Central National Bank, Dime 
Savings & Banking Co., Singer Mfg Co., W.J 
O' DonnellElevator Co. and Barrett rewing Co 

A, LEWENTHAL, Jr.. 432 Society for Savings. 
Collections. corporation and insurance mat- 
ters aspecialty. Refers to and attorney for 
the Citizene’ Bank here. 




















Cleveland—Contin 
,613 for 
SR er ern et 
» ing Machine Co. and ee of 
JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Refers to 
Cleveland National Bank. 
COLUMBUS‘ (Franklin) 
. FD. , Room 40, Board of Trade. At. 
FF Meera ae ak nat 
sions & estment ers. 
ALBERY & DILLON, wy A South High st. Steno 
and N for depositions. Refers to 
National Commercial Nat'l Bank, 
ot Judge or wholesale house in Columbus. 


Columbus Grove (Putnam).............--..8. Sanders 


Corning (Perry) ..<..- 2.02022. cccrcccese T. M. Potter 
7 Miami) 
J. Guy O'Donnell. 
yahoga Falls (Summit) .......... Chas. H. Howland 
Dayton" ) 
‘Wie. BE oe 4 Sa - 
Wr geht 
corTSCHALL, Cr CRAWFORD  LIMBE T, 1 to4 Becked 
a: Benj. B. Kingsbury 
Refers to Piret and Merchants Netioval Banks. 
Detpow _ erro enbenpnebss ‘ieteed iaere 
; (Tescarawas Subcaeessaunnanne A. W. Elson 
ae i (dedins it, scuibes seeks John W. P. Reid 


Refers to Dresden Bankin 
East Liverpool (Columbiana) . ‘Grossbana & Seabee 





> "Special attention 
to commercial and probate practice. Notary and 


ocaien thetaian, oe - hates issn nnteweeneaaenen See 


Greenville* (Darke). ........- ...------- M 
Hamilton (Butiler)............. - 
Hills’ 


( Dad cscodecce ctagsdes ie 
Huron (Sandusky)...........-....---.++---- Cc 
fronton* (Lawrence).........-.--------- Geo. W. Keye 
Jackson* (Jackson) ...-.......----+-++-- E. C. 
Jefferson* (Ashtabula)................-- T. E. Hawley 
Kent (Portage) .......-.....-.----.-- Send to Ravenna 
Kenton“ oo) “EES. Ce Johnson & 
Lancaster’ (Pairfield)...... ......-..-- Cc. M. 
Lebanon* (W: Dilivcns vsndlde cahaniee R. J. Shawhan 
Leetonia (Columbiana)..............- John B. Morgan 
Leipsic (Putmam)... ..........-.--------- J. 
CARN Se ncidhesccdbesesseses LAMISON & THRIFT 
Refers to any bank in Lima. 
penn = Jdndesatdebedecudes J. A. Martin 
* (Hoe ) 
ea ian 
>. Low 
London® iMadioon?, spaskobonnbkenans Linceln & Lincoln 
LSPGRD CEMEEN dsendccccccccccegncs ‘ccunas H. en 
Malta (Morgan)............... Send to McConneleville 
Mansfield’ (Richland) ............. JESSE E. LA DOW 


Collections, leading specialty. ine fer Citi- 
zens’ Savings Ban 

Marietta* (Washington) -...... UNDERWOOD & LUDEY 
Refer to Citizens’ National k, Strecker Bros. 
and Marietta Mfg. Co. Attorneys for R. G. Dun 
& Co. and Snow-Church Co. General law practice. 
Notary and stenographer in 7 





Marion” (Marion).............--. McNeal & Sons 
Martinsville (Clinton) ..................---- A. Harris 
Marysville* (Union)........-........-.--- J.E Griffith 
Maasillon* (Stark)...... Orlando C. Volkmor 
McComb (Hancock) ...... W. F. Brickman 
McConnelsville* (Morgan) . . H. E. Foster 
Medina* (Medina) . ° .Jos. Andrew 
Miamisburg (Montgomery) . . W. A. Reiter 
Middletown (Butler)............. Donley & Rhonemus 
— rei and collections pounatle attend- 
Minster (Auglaize) ..............-- Send to St. Mary's 
Mount Sterling (Madison) . .. .Mitehell & Tanner 
Mount Vernou” (Knox). ..........-.-. Cooper & Moore 
Newark* (Licking) ........-......... Fulton & Fulton 
\ew Comerstown (Tuscarawas).. .....-. KE. E. Lindsay 
New Philadelphia’ (Tuscarawas) .........- J. F. Kuhns 
North Baltimore (Wood)............. W. H. MeMillen 
Norwalk* (Huron)..............--- Bentley & Stewart 
Uttawa* (Patnam).................. Charles T. Malone 
CRIT MIO iad i idkakin, J 4+: icin wie aintel oan L. H. Wells 


Reters to W. B. Wells, Vice-Pres't of Third Na- 
tional Bank of St. Louis, Mo., and Caleb A. Shera, 
Cashier of First National Bank of Oxford. 


Painesville* (Lake).................. = & Tuttle 
Pique (iidatal) ..000....220.ccccccccscees B. Jamison 
Port Clinton* (Ottawa)..........-..- “Secu A. True 


Pt. Washington (Tuscarawas). Send toNewComerstown 
Portamouth* (Scioto) Noah J. Dever 
Ravenna* (Portage) 

C. D. INGELL. Refers to Second National Bank 
and any business house in Ravenna. All legal 
business given prompt attention, including 
ex ~ and collections Notary Public. 

Maxson. Refers to First and Second Na- 

‘ood Banks of Ravenna. 
Ripley (Brown) ..........+-sss0+-see0+--- Ww. D. 4 
Roseville (Muskingum)............ John 
Refers to Wiliam and L. 8. Keldow. 
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pg hk HOWARD F. NOBLE 
OMteors to Valley Nat k of Saga Chantler, Megill’a Craningham. 

First National Bank of Greencastle, Pa. Gen- | Pittston (Laserne).............-..-...... F.C. Mosier 
i le aa aan Business for non-resi- | Pottsville* (Sch kil) 
dents —- are attention. Changes renseqeiie, 8. yy . aaiee to Pennsylvania National 
Refers to First N nal Bank, Delaware > Gane A.W. Sehalos "Refers to any bank at this 
National Bauk, Chester National Bank and Dela- Seal (Jefferson) ........... Jacob L. 
toe Safe Deposit & Title Ins. Co. Refers to First National and Citizens’ Banks. 

Refers to i National Bank. Refer to the First and Second National Banks. “ROBERT P.. SHICK, 526 Wasaington at 
‘Toleger (Luce Ny —minewwed nieweheahéoee Sve y Patton d commercial law, 

CHI ENDEN & CHITTENDEN, Drummond Block. Fayette).........--------- m. A. panes (ven prom tion. Re- 
Commercial law and collections a a specialty. Couders i * (Potter) Hee e we eee eee ewwnns a > Cound fers to National iin iat Se Trust 
Refer to Ketcham National Bank, Merchants & | Danville” (Montour)..........-..-... Co. and Pennsylvania ’ 

Clerks Sorte Hank, and w trade of | Zaston* (Northampton)...... W.S.4& My KIRKPATRICK Renovo (Clinton). .............. Send to Lock Haven 
itdens taken in office. (Wm. 8. Kirk fei, Bx. -Attorney-General; Mor- | Reynoldsville (Jeff Sane Siedad G. M. McDonald 
sun BC. CALDER, io15-f6 Spite Commer. ris yy 8. Commissioner), 8. W. Cor. Refers to National Bank and Reynoldsville 
es ‘= = = _%, a in ions tak a Emporia (Cameron) ). W. Shaffer | Ridgway ( Fred H. Ely 
stance te one ER Ce WR) 200 oe cceces cosas lis Phe 40 cedcetacccecoancecceeee s 
Northern Nat'l Bank snd Ohie Savings Bank. ‘me the First National Bank of Emporium. | Seranton™ (Lackawanna) 
Pittsburg, Buffalo New York and o refer- ’ FRANK E. BOYLE, Burr Bldg. Refers to any bank 
ences turnished if desired. “aknot M. STURGEON. Refers to Second Nat'l or wholesale house in the city. 
Toronto (Jefferson).........-......-.-+-+- 8. B. Taylor ank and Ball & Colt, bankers. General law | Shenandoah (Schuylkill)......Edward W. Shoemaker 
Ghrwn ville (Tuscarawas) .......... Send to and coliections. Business for non-residents | Smethport’ (McKean).............--..... E. R. Mayo 
-hanpe Lemme opeedeaite H. H. Newell will receive | canted attention. South (Northampton) ...... J.D Brodhead 
UFbana (Cham esau Franklin* (Venango)..........-.--.------- L. Kahle’| Sunbury* (Northumberland)........... Knight & Loeb 
onal i “Bank “a Urbana and Cham- Refers to Sav. — & International B’k. a. ~ 1" uehanna)........... John D 
Gettysburg* (Adams)....... V. C. Sheely fers to the First and City National Banks. 
Van Wert* (Van = a G. L. Marble | Greensburg* (Westmoreland). “FRANK B. HARGRAVE Tamaqua (Schuylkill) .................... H. B. Graeft 
. ~*~ Tsetse to polis. Greenville —. » El ....Martz & Rupe | Tio, a . . Smith 
* derson inzee to ‘f % 
Wehr" (Trambufl ro enialala ms, Wm. G. Baldwin _ iene, Room 2, Kelker Bldg. Refers | Tionesta" (Forest)...-..-....--.---..-..--P. Me Clark 
Washington C. H.* Fayette aR oF George W. Allen barg Trust Co. and Harrisburg Na- | Titusville (Crawford)..............-.. Cheater L Kerr 
Refers to the Comme: Bank at this fons’ Be Beak ‘ers to the Commercial Bank of Titusville. 
Waverly* (Pike) ................. Charles M. Caldwell H. L. Nissley, 7 North 3d st. Uniontown™ (Fayette).............--.. . Robinson 
Wellstun (Jackson) ...............----+-- A. E. Jacobs Welfe & Bailey. Refer to Harrisburg Nat'l Bank. arren* (Warren).............. Peterson 
Refers to First National Bank of W: Haselton (Luzerne)............--.----- Jobn J. Kelley | W. * (Washington),........... Barnett & Linn 
Wellsville (Columbiana)................+. Beds Wee | Sree, Ceee.......-.. ------ John M. Snyder | Wateontown (Northum Joceeee Send to Sunbury 
Wim ington" aaa ete Slone, Mextin & Cleven Honesdale* ( oe seeaeereeneseensenes --A. T. Searle | Wellaboro* (Tioga).................. Merrick & Yo 
Wooster* (Wayne) .................- James E. E. Snyder Hummelstown ( Bieeasenns onsen: F. T. Schaffner West Chester* (Chester) ............... 
Refers to r bog Wooster National Bank. Huntingdon" (Huntingdon)........... Horace B. Dunn ilkesbarre* (L ) 
Yellow Springs (Greene)..............--. 8. Johnstown (Cambria) FELIX ANSART, 34 People’s Bank Building. Com- 
Youngstown" (Mahoning) Mie, J. Calvin Ewing W. W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections litigation a specialt 
Zanesville* (Muskingum) ............... A.A. er distinctively. , JOSEPH MOORE Refers to First National Bank 
lon Sa teteeeeeeees Junius B. Kaufman — Bonk and Wilkesbarre Deposit & 
orth Duke q 
OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. Latrobe* (Westmoreland) .........Frank 2 Hargrave | w * (Lycomin, 
Lebanon" (Lebanon)...---.--cyscecee- = S. Keiser | Williameport* (I-yooming) 
Beaver* (Beaver) .................. R. H. Loofbourrow | Cowisbur (Union) M. Edward Fle h: CA R & MUNSON. Attorneys for Lycoming 
+ County Attorney. Refers to Star Grocery Co., Redae to Leutebara Wotional Bank gnnessy National Bank, West Branch National Bank, 
Li Kan. Seuteinune (Mifflin). Howard O. Lents Williamsport Passenger ka» ways, Williams- 
Chandler* (Lincolm)....... ......cc-ees- A. J. Morris Look E Haven* (Clinton) .......... -... _H. T. Hall port Water Co., Central Pe: nsylvania Tele- 
Refers to the Bank of Hoffman, Conklin & Charles. it (Sehu ——% kill) .. rss Re phoneCo.., TheH.B.Claflin( .andR.G. Dun&Co. 
yy Ly socceeecnsconeseszes ae make (Costen) ........ Horace De Y. Lents W. €. GILMORE. Refers to the West Branch Na- 
Gathrie* (Logan) ...... “TIL. Bred. Pfendler Makecsport (ailoghe eemmetrocges-oce Ge APCS Yorks (¥ cn 
Kildare ( inccesesccccoccssscsccceeee Send to P’ Meadville" (Crawf Peoples ia Douglas ork ne, Security Title & Trust Bldg 
M (Kingfisher)........ .... Daten Media* ion, , Bicacetes William Cloud Alexander John Kell. Refers to Drovers & Mechanics 
ie wane | Mereor* (Meroer)...-......2---e0000 -;.-Jolm W. Bel National Bank. 
* —— Miffiinburg (Union) ................. orace P. er 
Oniabema’ (Oblahausi...-....- Dougine & Dongs | Mutou (Northamberiandl "Prank M, Reber RHODE ISLAND. 

Orlando (Lo AM) « =~ neers ennceereeceeee Send to Perry Mount at (Weamerdland).. ae as “+: Nevin A. Cort | Bristol* (Bristol).....................--. Samuel Norris 
— oo setreeseresseeeeneeens Send to Perry Nanticoke (Luzerne... .....-......-H. P. Robins Perfused) --+-W. P. Sheftald 
oble rs ation pebidesqns-s 0. cbse 

Rinaldo Browr. Refer to Bank of Mulhall, Ukla. | New Castle” (  povednemorny Providence* fare 
Ter., and People’s Bank Biockton, Iowa. ma K. GREGORY. Refers to A " “DAN po 1 ab. ee TOWER, Room 410, ~e - rae oe 

Harris & Gum. Refer to Farmers & Merchants’ town” (Montgomery)... .. 

Bank and Exchange Bank. Oil City (Venango)..........-++---------- m. McNair Manufacturers National Bank 


Ponca City (Kay) -.-.......-.-. .... «-e00- me to Perry 


Pond Creek* (Grant).......... ll & West 
Refer to Walton Bank and Bank of of Pond Creek. 
Stillwater* (Payne). .............-+««- Sterling P. King 
OREGON, 
Astoria® (Clateop).........--.+.--+essees A. R. Kanaga 
pS Hale & Norton 


Hillsboro* (Washington)....Thos. H. & E. B. Tongue 
Refer to Shute & Foote, bankers. 

McMinnville* (Yam Hill).......... Rhodes & Rhodes 

Portland” (Multnomah) ...............Bauer & Greene 

eg OE eee JOHN A. CARSON 
Ladd & Bush Bank Building. 

The Dalles* (Wasco) ..... Mays, Huntington & Wilson 

De OED waccce ccotescossccess Fred. D. Carson 
Refers to Ex.-U. 8. Senator W. D. Washburn, 
Ex.-Gov. John 8. Pillsbury, Minneapolis. —~ 

Union* (Union) .........-.+.-..sesscescee Cc. Marsh 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
rT aea.- --McCready & Moore 
A \lentown* (Le nih) 
JAS. L.SCHAA T, Dist. Attorney for Lehigh county. 
Refers to Allentown or Second National Banks. 


a 
LEISENRING & ATKINSON. Solicitors for First 
National Bank of Altoona. 
Allison W. Porter, Mateer ——— 


Ashland (Schuylkill) . . osaees W. C. Devit 
Beaver Falls (Beaver) .. .. Gilbert L. Eberhart 
Ballefonte* (Centre) ... .. John M. Dale 





IEE one ccccccccscbeghenou 8. B. Karns 
Refers to First National Bank of Dushore, Pa. 
Bethlehem (Northampton) ...Send to South Bethlehem 
Bloomsburg* (Columbia).......... Charles G. Barkley 
ae (Tioga) Merrick & Fellows 

Refer to First National Bank of Well -boro, Pa. 
Bradford (McKean) > a 4 
bee he My J (Jefferson).......... H. B. MeCullough 

(Jefferson) .. Alexander C.4John M. W 
Refer to the National Bank of Brookville, Pa 
Carbondale (Lackawana).............. Irony E. Burr 
Carlisle* (Cumberland) Herman Berg, Jr 
Reters to any bankor person inthe city. 





PHILADELPHIA* Evdindeipnia) 

A. 3. & L. J. BAMBERGER, Ledger Building, 
606 Chestnut st. Commercial law. Collections 
Refer to Market Street National Bank, John & 
Jas. Dobson, John Wanamaker &City ‘TrastCo. 

CARR & FRANCISCUS, Provident Bidg. Commerciai 
and ———— jaw. Collection department 
thorough = modern and well equipped. 
sitions taken by Notary, G. CU. Franciscus. 
References: New York. Natienal Wall Paper 
Co. ; Philadelphia, The Provident Life & Trust 
Co.; H. W. Johns Mfg. Co.; Wm. H. Greve- 
meyer & Co.; Suppleé Hardware Co. and Ed 
ward K. Tryon, Jr. & Co. 

J. R. CASSEL, 329 Drexel Bldg. 


Corporation, com 
mercial law and collections. 


Refers to Phila- 
delphia office Connecticut Mutual Life Ins. Co. 


Hartford, Conn. ; aon, Harris, Bassett & 
Co., Philadelphia, e 

CONARD & MIDDLETON, 435 Chestnut st. Attor- 
neys and Counselors at Law. General counsel 


for Shriver, Bartlett & Co 
JOSEPH A. REED, Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 


Bldg, 21 South Twelfth st. General practice, 
corporation and commercial law, and collec- 
tions, specialties. Refers to Union Trust Co., 
Howett Warner & Co. Dry Goods, 429 Market 
st.; Ivins, Dietz & Magee, carpets, 1220-2 
Market st.; The Borgner Uo., tre-bricks, 23d 
Ab. Race streets. 

SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO., 433, 495 and 437 Chest 


nut st. Mercantile collections 


H. VAN COURT & COMPANY, (Georg 


re G Cookman, 


Counsel), 404 Arch st. Mere -antile law and 
collections Representing American Shoe and 
Leather Association Reter to United States 
Leather Company, New York City; Powers & 


Weightman and Union Nationa! Bank of Phila- 
del hia The Shoe and Leather Trade generally. 
WAGNER & COOPER, Franklin Bidg, 133 So. 12th st. 

pee HK to Ln. G. Dun & Co., The Mercantile 


t any office 
WAGNER * TSCHUDY, 15 and 17 South Third st. 
Prompt attention given to claims of all kinds 
in Philadelphia and throughout the United 
States and . Notary Public. Refer to 
Philadelphia ‘T'rust & Sate Deposit Co. and 
Central National Bank. Long Distance ‘Phone. 





Trust Co 
and Atlantic fo itational Bam 
has + J. CASEY, Counsellor-at-Law, Banagan 


FRANK. H. 1. jackson, 49 Westminster st. Colleo- 
tions and commercial litigation a p= 
Refers to Hon. Chas. Matteson, Chief J 
of Rhode Island, Industrial Trust Co. and THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. 


Warren (Bristol)....................- Charles B. Mason 
Westerly (Washington)............... Albert B. Crafts 
Woonsocket (Pro th sadinas saee William G. Rich 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
on dcencce cccecaneuee Claude E. Sa 
Refers to Bank of Aiken, F. B. Henderson and B. 
F. Turner. 
Barnwell* (Barnwell) . . Bellinger, Townsend &O' Bannon 
Refer to Citizens’ Savings Bank. 
Beaufort* (Beaufort)............... .... W. I. Verdier 
Camden* (Kershaw) ...................- Cc. L. Winkler 
CHARLESTON” (Charleston) 
MORDECAI & GADSDEN, P. O. Box 156. Refer to 
any in city. Council for State Savings 
Bank (Seecard on this page and on back cover.) 
Columbia* (Richland). ...... veautea Francis H. Weston 
Greenville* (Greenville) .............. Tsaac M. Bryan 


Newberry* (Newberry)............ Fred. H. Dominick 
Refers to National Bank of Newberry. 

Orangeburg” (Vrangeburg).. ... P.'l’. Hildebrand 

Spartanburg* (Spartanburg) BOMAR & SIMPSON 
Refer to National Bank of Spartanburg or any 
other bank or business house in the city. 

Union* (Union) Thomas B. Butler 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Aberdeen* (Brown)........... ...- Charles M. Stevens 
Refers to Aberdeen and First Foteg lay: 
Bangor* (Walworth)..............- W. R. Green 
Canton* (Lincoln)...... saceseeccoess .. Cuthbert & Jones 
Caamberiain* (Brule)....................C. C. Morrow 
Deadwood* (Lawrence) ...... «-.....Rice & Polle 

Flandreau* (Moody)................-.-- GEORGE Ric 
General law and collections. Refers to Moody 
County Bank and Flandreau State Bank. 

Hot a ae E. R. Juckett 

Aaron* ( i nébduccavadiditus sacuemin John L. 

Madison* (Lake)........-- D. Holdridge & 
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gangue t LLER, o> emg ag Thad L. 
Reade the First State 





Ra Milbank 

(Davisan) ............-+.+--+ Hitchooos 

ma ee Hagen One ‘ia W. March 
Rapid City~ (Pennington)... ............ Gardner 


of Falls. 
DAVIS, LYON & GATES. A 
& Trust Co. and Sioux Falls 
Any bank or business house 


ences 
(Roberts) ...... 
(Bon Homme) --Elliott 
ermillion* icy pe ws BARED RUNYAN 
Commercial ad collections. 





Nicolson 
E. W. a hood 
& Merchants’ Bank and Secur 


TENNESSEE. 


Allentown (Carter).............. fend to Elizabethton 
Bristol* (Sullivan).................... Curun & Haynes 
( 4.W.E Moore 

tler (Johnson) ...............- Send to Elizabethton 
nn) pode abneahe bento W. VY. Flowers 


First National Bank of Centr. ville. 
Ww. L. 


a 
coo SWANEY & COOKE, 300-303 Richardson 
. Refer to First ee 
Clarksville* Pocccccccesoes. Scales 
Columbia* (Maury) «cccscccecccecces Figures & 
Cumberland (Claiborne)........J. H. 8. M 
Elizabethton* ( RR ESR. TIPTON & MILLER 
Refer to People's Bank, Tennessee Cotton Mills 
and Tennessee Line & Twine Co, 
— (Williamson) ........ ....8. $. HOUSE 
to Williamson County Banking & Trust Co. 
Hartinen (hossb) Seabbtensbes ehvoascesoet 8. C. Brown 
Refers to First Natienal Bank. 
Jackson” 


Lenoir 
Loudon‘ 


Memphis* PPO 
PRANK. P. STON. Counsel Home Insurance & 
35 Vim Teanessen, Division Gouneel South 
ennessee; on ath- 

Refer to any bank or merchant in 


Co. 
a General practice and corporation 


~~ on Shields & Mountcastle 
Akers & Childress 


Shell Creek (Carter)............. Send to Elicabethten 
—, Sv gas sdawesdcocsovance M. A. Cummings 
atertown (Wilson).................-.... J. R. Smith 
Refers to the Bank of Watertown. 
Waverly* (Humphreys)................. J. F. Shannon 


Abilene* (Taylor) .............-...-..- Kirby & Kirby 
Refer to Steffens & Lowdon, bankers. 
Alvarado (Johnson) -. ...Send to Cleburne 
Alvin (Brazoria)... ‘ “Send to Columbia 
Alvord (Wise) .-...- ..Send to Decatur 
eton (Brazoria .Send to Columbia 
Atlanta (Cass) ............-.-----.- "O’Nea! & Culberson 
Austin* (Travis) .......-.--...-.-- Fitzhugh Thornton 
Refers to City National Bank of Austin, Tex., and 
Thornton Banking Co. of Nevada, Mo. 






Bartlett (Williamson) ................-. E. W. Johnson 
Bastrcp (Bastrop) .....--.-.--.- phiteesena Jas. W. Morris 
Belton* (Bell 


ARTHUR M. MONTEITH. Counsel for Belton Na- 
tional Bank, Belton & Miller and Hall & Co., 
Bankers Temple. Practices in State and Fed- 
eral courts. Collections and commercial liti- 
eo specialties. Notary and stenographer 


in office. 

Bowie arwmsee ned 0gceecvodghbesooes SPEER & SPEER 
A general la LF ter mo We have — facilities 
for making cellections on this and adjoining towns. 
Notary in office. Refer to First National Bank 
and City National Bank. 

Baya (Wise)... 0-222 ccscerecceesccnnes Send to Decatur 

Bradv* (McCulloch) ................-- F. M. Newman 
Refers to Commercial Bank of Brady 

Brazoria (Brazoria)............- L. J. & W. D. Wilson 
Refers to any business house in Brazoria 

Brenham* (Washington)........... MATHIS & TEAGUE 
A general law practice. Prompt attention given 
to any business sent us. Notary in office. Refers 
to the First National Bank. 





Bridgeport (Wise) ...............-.--.§ Send to Decatur 
Brownwood" (Brown) . ..--Goodwin & Grinnon 
Cameron* (Milam) .................... T. S. Henderson 
EE ines cotucccoce -sentbe Send to Decatur 








TIS TRULOVE 

Refers to the Farmers and Merchants’ Nat’) — 
& Ww 

we LOGGINS 

Collections and all civil business attend- 

ed to. Refers to First Nat'l of Velasco, Tex. 


co — ee sneak, 


oer hy. to City ‘ty National Bank of 
ational Shoe Exchan 


& Leather ge 
_— ; el dng Bartlett & Co., 
Baltimore, Md.; Gilbert Elliott Law Co., New 
City; The Mercantile Adjaster and A. 
W. Moise & Co. of St. Louis, Mo. 


* 
BAKER & RHEA. References: National Bank of 
a of Dallas. 
EDWIN 0. HARRELL, 235 Main st. Refers to the 
- National Exchange Bank. 


Decatur* (Wise).............--- Gaitbcione at & dng tomer] 
to First Gatien! B Beak k and Wise - 


Bank. 
Denison (Grayson)..........- STANDIFER & EPPSTEIN 
Refer to National Bank of Denison and Merchants 
Bank, Sherman. 


to Terrell, Tex. 
"GEORGE te (ac mie Rooms 28 Fite. Powell Bidg: 


Mercantile A 
Sia aieenr eee of the State _ exas 


(Coryell . E. Walker 
Gonzales (GonZales) .........-.---- Harwood & Walsh 
Grandview (Johnson)............--.- Send to Cleburne 


Hico (Hamilton)................ ~ 
Refer to the First National Ban wes 2 ¥ 

Wilfisbere* (TEM).........cccccecsssc0se ones 
—— to Citizens’ National Bank. 


* (Harris) 

ALLEN, ag es & JONES, Binz Bldg. Refer to 
South Texas National Bank of Houston. 

W. S. HUNT, Conenaent corporation and insur- 
ance law a specialty. Am quapured to represt nt 
foreign corporations and non-residents in anv 
part of Texas. Do general civil practice in all 
State and Federal courts. References: T. W. 
ae, Seen, or any National bank of Hvus- 


W. H. 1 'scotr 91514 Congress st. Refers to ex- 
County J udge E.P. Hamblen. A general law 
practice. Collections given —_ t attention. 
Leow BIGELOW SMITH. U tor Na- 
tional Bank. A general law practice, includ- 
ing commercial collections. Notary and steno- 
grapher in office. New York references : Mer- 
cantile National Bank and Hard & Rand. St. 
Louis references: Levis-Zukoski Mercantile Co. 


Joshua (Johnson) ...................- Send to Cleburne 
La Grange* (Fayette)...............-.- ae yx omc 
Manvel (Srazoria)....... lum bia 
McKinney* (Collin) TERRELL & REEVES 
A general law practice. Collections and commer 
cial litigation specialties. Notary in office. Refer 
to Collin County National and First Nat'l Banka. 








Meridian* (Bosque) ...... ROBERTSON & neown 
Refer to First National Bank of Meridian. 
Montague (Montague)................-- Send to Bowie 
POMREISS (WIRD) . occ ccccteccsecccccscs Send to Decatur 
SE GRIND cndecescs osocvenccesseuni Hale & Hale 
eee ee ae Send r McKinney 
Port Arthur (Jefferson).................- . M. Rutan 


Refers to Mankato and First Naiiouni Banks, at 
Mankato. Minn. 


Quanah* (Hardeman)..............-. Davis E. Decker 
Sete ee ER: Send to —o- 
ichmond (Fort Bend).......... ........R. H Woody 
Ringgold (Montague) .........----.----- Send to Bowie 
Sabine Pass (Jeflerson) ................. Byron She 


Refers to Kountze Bros., bankers, of New Yor 
City, Omaha and Denver, also Land & Improve- 
ment Co. of Sabine Pass, Tex. 
San Angelo* (Tom Green)......... peeaaneer Spencer, Jr. 
San SORES SERED wrenns nares -Clark & Ball 
Sandy Point (Brazoria)......... “Send to Columbia 
Seguin (Guadalupe).............. Charles H. Done 
Sherman* (Grayson) .................-. Beaty & Culver 
Stephenville* (Erath).............-. -King & Vincent 
Refer to First National Bank of —. 
a. — Springs* (Hopkins) ......-...... Sam A. Early 
——— non-residents exclusively in commer- 


matters. Refers to City National Bank. 
Sunset (Montague) ..................... Send to Bowie 
Taylor (Williamson) ............-.--. Charles L. Jones 
DEO CUD « 6 sic cocccadasiccecnevecss Send to Belton 








Wichita Falls* ( bo wesbbeved . Barwise, Jr. 
Wolfe City (Hunt) ................-- ‘to Commerce 
Woodville* (Tyler)...............--.-+ J. A. Mooney 
UTAH, 
Brigham* (Box Bcuassces essonesetih J. M. Coombe 
Delon (Cashe)..............-- onaeees---d.C, Walters 
* (Weber)......... cbadecinne Ge a 
a... on ee 
Commercial law and collections. 

ae (Salt 


JOHN W. BURTON, Rooms 11 & 12 ogie, Mek. 
Refers to Utah National Bank. 
promptly made and remitted. 

GOODWIN & VAN PELT. G. F. Goodwin, ex-Att'y 
Gen'1N.D. Co 


Wis., Nat 
SHEPARD & ee eee Com- 
wa 
Commercial and Utah National Banks and 
The Freed Furniture & Carpet Co. 

VERMONT. 
Al (Grand Isle) ............. Send te St. Alans 
e.---- esecquebees Edward W. Bisbee 
Falls ( Disedanmannaientl F. A. Bolles 
Brandon (Rutland) .................- Edward 8. Marsh 
Fated. Powell i Powell 
East eirbeld (Frankia) .....2.dond to St Albons 
(Franietin) ........ ---..Send to St. Albans 
Fairfax (Franklin)................-. Send to St Albane 
Georgia (Franklin). ............-..- Send to St. Albans 


North pay = Uy ( 

Rutland* (Rutland)..................-- Willis M. Rose 

Sheldon (Franklin)................. Send bo St. Albans 

St. Albans* (Franklin).................... H. M. MOTT 
Refers to Weldon — Bank, St. Albans. 

+t. J vera papaeeendnns 


VIRGINIA, 
\exandria* (Alexandria)..............Samuel G, Bent 


Bland* (Bland)...... bébbeétides cecuce Fulton Kegley 
inarlottesville* (Albemarle)............. Frank Gilmer 
Cc F (Allegheny)..............---- C. King 
Danville (Pitteylvania).............. Withers & Green 
grederioks lerickabarg (Spotyl vain) eee ; a Fhabagh 
e 
Harrisonburg* decking has hs enue 10 E. ROLLER 
Collections a " 
Houston* (Halifax)................. James H. Guthrie 
Refers to a - Halifax at this 
Leesburg (Loudoun) ................... .E. Gaseets 


Refers to People's 8 National Bank of Leesbu: 
——_ (Rockbridge). .......... Letcher & er 
Practices in State rat Federal courts. Collections 
given prompt attention. 


‘7*TAMES E. EDMUNDS, Commoreied law and collec 


business a special Refera 
Cnmmercili Ban Bank and People’s Nai Bank.. 
— Ce pivdatnsconcsccocentdanten B. H. Ewam 
Manassas* (Prince William) ........ L. A. Larkin, Jn 


Refers to the National Bank of Manassas. 
Manchester* (Chestertield).......... aren P. Pook 
Matbews* (Mathews) n B. Donovan, 

—. to yee Nat'l Bank of Kichaoea. Va. 
N ews* (Wi a R. G. Bickford: 
N - TNorfolt) 

. B. SELDNER, 230 Main st. Commercial, colleo- 
_, ion, probate law. Litigation. Refers.to any 


Petersbur arg (Dinwiddle ae Davis J & Melivaine- 


Portamouth* (Norfolk) .................+- J. ¥F. Crocker 
Pulaski* (Pulaski)....... oo tesee0. G. Brower 
Rd to — Loan & Trust Co. 
hmo! 

0’ FERRALL. Hi REGESTER, 1107 Bank st, P, O. Box 
348. General practice in State and Federal 
courts. Makes a specialty of commercial, cor- 

ration and insurance ew. Refers to any 
ank in Richmond. 

W. 0. SKELTON, Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 
Corporation and commercial law. Refers 
Citizens’B’k and J. L. Williams&Sons. bankers. 

Roanoke (Roanoke) J 

Staunton* (A 

gk EEE a 
Refers to Patrick County Bank, 
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WASHINGTON, 


Arlington (Snohomish Pomona. -consensaaaaaae N. Jones 
Refers to any business house in 
Whitman)................- 





ARMOU 
sen 
ties. 


& COOL, First Nat'l Bank Bldg. Repre 
Whitman, Stevens and Spokane Coun 
mmediate answers to correspondence. 
Refers to Traders’ and Old National — 
DANSON & HUNEKE. 606 to 611 Hyde Block. 
mercia! real estate and probate law. 


" (Pierce) 
ALLYN & CAMPBELL, 29 to 32 Gross Block (Ex 
Judges 


Supreme and Superior Courts. Refe 
to London & San Francisco Bank. 
Walla Walle" ( Walla Wcccccstusscoceds W. Clar} 


WEST pee 


Addison* (Webster) ................-.- C. Thurmond 
Refers to Buckhannon Bank, Backhoanon W, Va. 
—— ee eee eee A. M. Poundstone 


Commercial law and collections. 

Burton (Wetzel) .................... 

Refers to Exchange Bank o 
Charleston* (Kanawha). . FLOURNOY. ice a SMITH 

Refer to Kanawha Nat’) B’k & 
Charlestown* (Jefferson) ........... W. Brown 
mt Hy Bank ef Charlestown 

) 

Fairmont* 


Fayetteville’ (Fayette) Pa. ‘ayn 
Refer to Kanawha Valley Bank and ee 





National Bank, both of Charleston, W. V: 
Graftom* (Taylor).................. ... iL HECHMER 
Refers to the Grafto: 
E #@ (Cabell) .......1..2.0- Vinson & Theeaee 
Jackson C. H.* (Jackson) ..............- Warren 
Martinsburg* (Berkeley) ...............-. J. M. Woods 
ED i ocx cd cucose caceangninal E. L. Judy 


Refers to South Branch Valley National Bank of 
Moorefield, W. Va., and A. C. Scherr, manufac- 
turer, Keyser, W. Va. 


wenggemery Payeotte)..........00.+ Smith & Dunbar 
to Ma or, postmaster and county efficials. 
Moundevillie’ DURE ccccesasacnstahae J. W. Ritz 


New Martinsville* (Wetzel)............J. W. NEWMAN 
Collectin, eogey. Refers to The New Mar- 
tinsville ban James Hill. Mont Burrous, Levi 
Oblinger, I. Rosenberg, Irvin Ober, B. Y. Morgan, 
James V. Higgins, Merchants. 


arkers 

JOHN F. N FY HUTCHINSON. Refers to First National 
Bank. Attorneys for Balto. & Ohio R. R. Co. 
Balto. & Ohio Southwestern R. R. Co., Martin- 
dale Mercantile Agency, Chicago, Bonds Com- 
mercial Agency, Chicago, United Law & Col- 
lection oe 1 Y., Deering Harvester Co., Chi- 

and =~ y in office. 
LOOMIS har wWaTson 


Refer to the Second Na 
tional Ban 
MERRICK & SMITH. Refer to Parkersbur, 
om First National and Second Nat'l Banks. 
Van Winkle & Ambler. Refer to the Parkersburg 
National and First National Banks. 
Petersburg (Grant) .............. Reynolds & Forman 


Point Pleasant* (Mason) ...............J. §. SPENCER 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank. 
Ravenswood (Jackson)................ WN. C. PRICKITT 
Refers to Bank of Ravenswood. 
Saint Marys* (Pleasants) 
Augustine M. Campbell. Refers te Wood County 
aan _~ errata W. Va 
Bistorsville" Ciyien _ .-Robt. L. G ory 
Wayne* (Wa J. T. Gra 
fers to ied ‘National Bank of Ceredo, W. va. 
Wellsburg* (Brooke)......... ...... W.-M. Werkman 
—, (Ohio) 

M. GARVIN. Special attention given to organiz- 
ing corporations under the laws of West Vir- 
ginia. Prompt and careful attention given 
commercial litigation and collections. 


Williamson* (Mingo) ......sheppard & Goodykoontz 
Refer to Bank of Williamson. 


WISCONSIN. 
Antigo* (Langlade) ................... John H. Trever 
A ~ a (Outagomie) ................ Henry D. Ryan 
As STEED cdennqsoccesssuuniel D. E. Riehter 
SII 5. osecadeccoscsdisnasie F. R. Bentley 
idle os saweatinbie’ The D. Woolsey 


Boscobel (Grant) ...........- illiam E. Howe 
Refera to Bank of A. J. Pipkin at by ere Se 
Briggsville (Marquette) ............ ....-- A. L. Wood 
efers to Kimbal! Bros. at Brig ie 
Chippewa Falls* (Chippewa)....... enkins & Jenkins 
Columbus (Columbia)................ PAUL D. DURANT 
Commercial law and collections prom pay attended 
to. Refers to First National Bank o lum bus. 


of Ea 
Fall River (Columb: Sen 


Green Pay (Brown) 


John C. & A. C. Neville. Refer 
Water Co. 


anesville” (Rock) 
FETHERS (O. H.), JEFFRIS (M. G.) 
O.), 10 West Milwaukee st. 


First National and Merchants 
Savings Banks. All notaries. 
ent. 


and an jd 
JOHN Ls BU 
o liections and commercial la 
See card.) 
Oconto* rent 


Oshkosb* (Winnebagy) 


West Supertor (Dougias).......... 


Evanston* (Uinta).......... 22... eee: 








Nanaimo (Nanaimo) ..............- Yai 
New Westminster" (Westminster)... . 
Vancouver (Vancouver).............-. 
Victoria* 

MANITOBA. 
Brandon* (Brandon) .. 


| ee ss inchester)............-.-- 
Portage La Prairie* (PortageLaPrairie) 


Winnipeg eng santhatind=40+a0scee 


Woodstock* (Carleton)........ Fisher 
of Halifax. 





Danville (Dodge) ................+.. Send to Columbus 


St. Johns (St. Johns).................- 


Darlington* (La Fayette)............- Orton & Osborn 

——— (lowa)......... Mibbedaceere Reese & Carter 

Doylestown (Columbia)..........--- Send to Columbus 

Eau Claire* (Eau Claire)............ TEALL & THOMAS 

Commercial law and collections. Reier to Bank 
Eau Claire and Sepa Valley Bank. 


fond du Lac* (Fond a ‘Lac).....Colman & Parkinson 
& Cady. Refer to the Citizens’ National Bank. 


tion d 
Keyser (Columbia) ...............- end to Columbus 
Kenosha* (Kenosha)..... WALTER MARSHAL COWELL 
P @unee) ...............J0hn Wattawa 
La Crosse* (La Crosse)........... Loney & Woedward 
Lancaster (Grant)........ “hepa, Watkins & Moses 
(A. R. Bushnell, R. A. Watkins, H. L. Moses.) 
Lowell ( I i cednieiditinbes «6 Send to Columbus 
CERERER? CAD on vccdctincicecicceee ~~ =r Pfand 
Marinette* (Marinette) . Quinlan & Daily 
Refer to First National and ‘Gagkenen National 
Banks of Marinette. 
MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 
CHARLES H. HAMILTON, Office City Hall. Com- 
mercial and ion law. Refers to First 


National on and Second W ard Savings Bank, 
of Supreme or local courts. 
395 East Water st. 


Dawadscoscesanas Morrow & Krugmeier 
Refer to Citizens’ National Bank, Green Bay, 
Hume & Oellerich 


118 Main st. 
Portage* (Columbia) .....................- E. 8. Baker 
Teer Gee. H. Singleton 
Racine* (Racine)... ..............0.0+---# John W. Owen 
Reeseville (Dodge) ................. Send to Columbus 
I, octal cwesc ccenés Send to Colambus 
Stevens’ Point’ (Portage)....Raymond, Owen & Frost 
Sun Prairie (Dane) ...... ........... Send to Columbus 
Superior’ (Dougias)................. See W est Superio: 
Viroqua* (Vernon)................- Graves & Mahony 
fer to the Bank of seven 
Waterloo (Dane). . seenesece .Send to Columbus 
W atertown (Jefferson) peobdascese “William H. Woodard 
Waupaca* (Wau PD teabieéedede< 0c. carving Fs ae 
Wausau" (Marathon)........... Ryan, Hurley & Jones 


. Winsor & Winser 


WYOMING. 
Basin City* (Big Horn)................-- W. 8. Collins 
Buffalo* (Johnson) ..........0.-+..«---- C. H. Parmelee 
Casper’ (Natrona)..........++..+...-+++- C. B. Bradley 
Cheyenne* (Laramie).............. E. W. Mann 
Douglas* (Converse) ............... Charles F. Maurer 


Lander* (Fremont) -............-..-.««-- E. H. Fourt 
Laramie* (Albany)................ N. E. Corthell 
Newecastle* (Weston)..........--.-...««-- Griggs Bros 
TN ree F. Chatterton 
Rock Springs* (Sweetwater) ...G. W. Shutter-Cottrell 
Refers to Mercantile Adjuster of St. Louis, Mo., 
and Bradstreet Co. of Kansas City, Mo 
Sheridan” (Sheridan)................. #. E. Lonabangh 
Sundance* (Crook) ...................-Melvin Nichols 
PORTO RICO. 
SAN JUAN. 

ODLIN & PETTENGILL (A. F. Odlin. N. B. K. Pet- 
tengill). Refer to any bank in Orlando or 
Tampa, Fla. 

CANADA. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA. 


(Victoria) ...... Drake. Jackson & Helmcker 


Attorney at Law Solicitor, Notary I 


Refers to Imperial Bank of Canada 


acdonald, Tupper, Phippen & Tupper 
NEW BRUNSWICK. 


Fredericton (York) ...............+--- Wesley Vanwart 

Moncton (Westmoreland) cdueatiooet Harvey Atkinson 

St. John* (St. John)...-.- . E.H. McAlpine 
Referee in Equity and “Agent of the Minister of 
Justice, etc. Kefers tod. Morris Robinson, banker, 
of this place. 

St. Stephen (Charlotte)............. W.C. H. Grimmer 
Refers to the Bank of Nova Scotia. 


Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia and People’s Bank 


NEW FOUNDLAND. 


d to Columbus 


to Green Bay 


& MOUAT (M. 
Attorne:s for 
& Mechanics’ 
Special collec- 


Mercantile 
w, specialties. 


Wis. 


J. H. Ryckman 


rwood & Youn 
Howay & Rei 
...1. H. Hallett 


H. L. Adolph 

©, ete 
...-@. 5. Hallen 
E Anderson 


& A. B. Connell 


yy + beaten gerard, 


Prince Atbnt enkatebon ). ca Hy Mi er 
an) ...-.James hom 
negipa ryt meng Haultain & 


“+ eeeee oe 


NoV ‘ SCOTIA. 


Amherst* (Cumberland eshinncggneeh: ae 
Apnapoiis Royal” -y aaa Wm. M. De 
Bridgewater (Lunenburg) ........ Send to Lunen’ 
Chester (Lunenburg, ...........-. Send to Lupen’ 
HALIFAX* (Halitax) 
ona pone © Citaheten, Attorney» for Baak 
wants — & CAHAN. ll ge a Cc Fis a 
C.L., Ph.D. Y j Chace 
Q- William A ‘Weary, ae C 
Cahan, L. L.B.) 


and Union Banks of Halifax. 
commercial, marie and admiralty practice 


Refers t0, Lh? Agency. 
the Merchants’ Bank of Halifax 
....Send to Lunen 

, Jennison & G 


ie FAA 
Refers to Merchants’ Bank of Halifax: 
Traore (Colchester 
Westville ( Picton) 
Yarmouth’ ‘Varmonth)... .Sandford H. Pelton, 
Boston Marine Bldg. Refers to Bank of Yarmouth 
and Exchange Bank of Yarmouth. 
ONTARIO. 
Barrie* (Simcoe).............--++--2+++- -Donald Rosa, 
— A ee —-. sora ..WILLIAM N. PONTON 
U. S. Refers to Merchants’ 


Chatnam”* (Kent)..............-- H. Robinson 

Galt (Waterloo)...................00-- a 
Solicitor for Imperial Bank of Canada 

Hamilton* (Wentworth) ...........-. Chisholm & 

Kin AoW ee 


Francis 
(Middlesex) .. Tennent, McDonagh & Coleridge 


‘a (Carleton) 
MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON & McGIVERIN. Barris- 
ters, Solicitors, etc. Supreme ‘ ourt ar« De 
partmental Agents. Reter to Bank of Ottawa. 
McLAURIN & MILLAR (G. MeLaurin, LL.B. ; 
dane Millar), lv Elgia st Barristers, Solicitors, 
Notaries, ete. References: Bank of —T. 
Seaforth (Huron 


St. Catharines (ha 
ee ye (Yor 
LARK, "Traders Bank Building. § ity: 
‘Gommercial Is law. Refers to A. E. Plummer, mer, 
Manager Trusts Corp'n of Ontario, Toronto. 
~~ KAPPELE ? KMELL, pr Bank 
Soli for Im Rank of Canada, 
EDWARD MEEK, Mail Bldg, Cor. King & Bay ate: 
Barrister, soliciter, notary pubiic, &c. 
R. S. NEVILLE 18 & 20 King st., West. Barrister, 
Solicitor, Notary Public, Commissioner for 
tario, uebec and Manitoba ; Solicitor for Pub: 
lishers Commercial U nion, New York &Chi 
Merchants’ Legal Association, N. Y.; Inter 
national Collection Association, Western News- 
Perer — American eens * Pub. Asso, 


Wier BEOEED Snnceccdvcssccccccccecss Ellis & Ellig 
vaIpen EDWARD “- AND, 

n* (Queens).......... ed W. L. Moor 

Summerside* (Prince) .... —_- John Bell 


Danville to at sudeiegunenccenstnecamal ouberg 
Mo _— th to pete Ct eae kat Richmond, Que. 
BURNOUGHS & aURROUGHS. Rooms 612, 613 and 
614 New York Life B 

MARTIN HONAN, 12 Place “f armes. Refers to Peo- 
le's Bank of Halifax, Quebec, and Garand € 

erroux, bankers, Montreal; Henry Hogan, 

proprietor of St. Lawrence Hall, Montreal. 

Quebec* (Quebec Dist.) -....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 


MEXICO. 
MEXICO (Ci 


ity o 

AUSTIN, BARROSSO & CORNEJO, P. O. Box 946, 
Attorneys and Notaries. Int iaw. Collectiong, 
Refer to American Surety Bank, Banco Na- 
cional and U. 8. Consul. 


CLAND. 


LONDON (Middlesex) 
Jno. Burke Hendry, 7 New Square, Lincolns Ing 
& Mores Passage sage (opp. I Law Courts) Carey st, 


FRANCE. 
PARIS 


LEOPOLD GOIRAND, French Solicitor. Member 
of the Chamber of Deputies. Avoue pres le 
Tribunal Civil de la Seine 16 Place Vendome, 
English correspondence. Author of Treatise 
upon French Mercantile Law. Stevens ,& 
Sons, London, Publishers. 


JAPAN. 
YOKOHAMA 





Kent & Howley 


GEORGE H. SCIDMORE, Counsellor at Law. 


Gea. 
practice. Patents and trade marks. 
















































































































































































































































































































THE AMER? 





> Salt 





————!}2 


RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 


ILLINOIS 
JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 

Floor 13 Security Bidg, CHICAG®O, 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Corporation and Commercial Law and Cel- 
lections a Specialts. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Notary Public, Room 188 Security Bldg, 188 Madison st. 


wares COLLECTIONS wares 











WERE 


vest THE CREDITORS’ AGENCY ‘exe 


CHICAGO, ILL. 
Depositions, Settlements, General Practice—all courts. 
i city; 3’ client banks in United States and 
Sndge -. W_Goounax, Counsel. T. ©, ESTEE, 
we 8t., Chicago. 








MISSISSIPPI. 

CHAS. SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 

ROSEDALE, Bolivar Go. MISSISSIPPI. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Court Judges of Mississippi 


CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, 


Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
Suite 150-160, 

















E. Hvuewss. 
44 Pg 96 peep a 
, B. CLARKE 6 Wall Street, 
Groner W. ScuvURMAN NEW YORK. 


Counsel for Western National Bank; of Counsel for the 
Chemical National Bank. 


POWELL & CADY, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
206 Broadway, : 





NEW YORK, 





Practice in State and Federal Courts. 








OHIO. 


W. E. BEEGHLY, 
i ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 





References :—Third and Winters National Banks. 








SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M' ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 


(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43-47 Broad Street, Charleston, S. ©. 








PRACTICE IN THE STATE FEDERs wv JURTS 


Specia! attention given io Collections, Real 
Estate, Corporation, Cow nercial and Insur- 
ance Law. 

Attorneys in South Carolina for Postal Telegraph Cable 
Company; Plant System of Railways; Charleston City 

‘allway; The American Bonding & Trust Co., Baltimore 
Md.; State Savings Bank: Tide Water Of] Company of 
Georgia ; Mutual Life Insurance Company of New York; 
United States Casualty Co.; Armour & Co., Chicago, II). 














Refer to President or Cashier ef any bank in Charleston; 
National Park Bank of New York; Standard Oil Compan: 
of Louisville, Ky.; First National Bank, Charleston; Daniel 
Miller & Co., Baltimore, or any other well-known Collect- 
fon Agency in the United States. 


Guaranteed to give satisfaction. 





JOHN F. BURKE, 
Attorney and Cownselor, West: 
395 East WaterSt.. MILWAUKEE, WIs. 
Mercantile collections and commercial law a specialty. 


Iron Go. tnso First National Beak pnd Sadho & Bogs 











J. HERBERT SHEDD, A.M., C. E 
Engineering Expert, 
including flow and 


P. 0. Address. Previdence, R. |. 


Foreign Patents Procured. 


I act for attorneys only. 

Refer to leading Patent attorneys through- 
out the World. 

I have an associate in every foreign country. 

Blank forms for all Countries furnished. 


B. SINGER, 
PATENT ATTORNEY, 
56 FIFTH AVENUE, CHICAGO, ILL. 


33,000 PROSPECTIVE CLIENTS.” 


Every lawyer who desires clien s should 
have this book giving the names, address 
and business of 33,000 Maoufacturers, Whole- 
salers and Trust Companies, throughout the 
United States. It fills a long-felt want. 

Sent on approval to responsable parties. 

Price, $2 75, bound in sheep. 
SECOND KDITION NOW READY. 
Address the Author and Publisher, 
WALTER JOHNSON, Council Bluffs, lowa, 


PATENTS. 


Inventions, Designs and Trade Marks THOROUGHLY 
protected in all countries. Investigations and Upinions 
re Novelty, Validity and Scope ot Patents. RELIABLE 
Service at Moderaie Rates. 

Thirty-three (33) years’ practice. 


ASSOCIATE BUSINESS SOLICITED. 
CHAS. J. GOOCH, Counselor in Patent Cases, 
612 F Street, N. W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 


anadian ‘ 

















ollections. 


ATTORNEYS desiring to establish 
a connection bringing Canadian Collections 
and general business would do well to place 
their name iu the Legal Directory of Canada 
Law Journal (Established 1855) the organ of 
the Law Society, issued semi-monthly. The 
Journal reaches every lawyer in Canada, 
with very few exceptions. 


For terms and sample copy write 


CANADA LAW JOURNAL COMPANY, 








‘ 
e Pay 
. » Ad ve " “c+ a ~* 
| . ~ a) | 5 Y; ; Ad) s 


Type Writer Ribbons, any color or machine, - - 
Type Writer Carbon Paper, 8x10 to 8x14, « « 
If not can be returned at my expense. 


HOWARD WHITFIELD, 46 Cortland St. N.Y. City, Ilus'ted Catalogue for the asking. 


2 Toronto Street, Torento, Canada. 


7 
50c, ench, $5.00 per dozen, 
- 40c. per dozen. $2.75 per 100 









“ 
pon "Pricelist free 
Address Conselidated Typewriter Exchange, 
245 Broadway, New York City. 
Telephone : 5389 Cortlandt. 








HUBERT E. 629 F St, 
naling ett Pat 
consulted about 








y 
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NEW STAMP ACT. 


THE 


WAR REVENUE LAW & 


OF (898. 


ANNOTATED BY 


Edward L. Heydecker 


and Fulton McMahon, 
Of the New York City Bar. 


A COMPLETE AND THOROUGHLY ANNO.- 
TATED EDITION OF THE WAR REVEN- 
UE LAW OF 188, VERY CAREFULLY 
EDITED, WITH PERTINENT DE- 
CISIONS UNDER FPORMER 
ACTS. 


THIS ACT, INVOLVING A RETURN TO THE 
.NTERNAL REVENUE SYSTEM OF THE CIVIL 
WAR, IS NOW COMMANDING THE. ATTENTION 
OF EVERY LAWYER AND NEARLY EVERY 
BUSINESS MAN. SO MANY YEARS HAVE 
PASSED SINCE THE REPEAL CF THE FORMER 
ACTS THAT THIS SEEMS LIKE A NEW DEPART- 
URE IN LEGISLATION, BUT IT 1S NOT, FOR IN 
MOST OF ITS FEATURES IT USES OLD PHRAS- 
ES, WHICH HAVE BEEN ADJUDICATED IN 
MANY DECISIONS. 

These have been collated with the Depart- 
mental rulings where they apply to the present 
act, and many English decisions, statutes and 


precedents under the British Stamp Act are 
also cited in the above book. 


A specially valuable feature is a full 
statement of the Bibliography on the eub- 
ject. 


Bound in Law Sheep, Price, $2.00 net. 
Bound in Cloth. with Law Sheep back 
Price, $1.50 net. 


The American Lawyer, 
29 Murray Street, New York. 


WANTED. 


A Reliable Representative in every County to 
Liberal Terms offered 
the Right Parties. Address, 


Solicit Subscriptions. 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 





(P. O.Box 411.) 29 Murray St., New York. 





